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come, nor height, nor depth, nor any other creature, shall
be able to separate us from the love of God, which is in
Christ Jesus our Lord.

Rock of ages, cleft for me,

Let me hide myself in Thee;

Let the water and the blood,

From Thy side, a healing fiood,

Be of sin the double cure,

Save from wrath, and make me pure.

Should my tears forever flow,
Should my zeal no languor know,
All for sin could not atone,
Thou must save, and Thou alone;
In my hand no price I bring,
Simply to Thy cross I cling.

While I draw this fleeting breath,
When mine eyelids close in death,
When I rise to worlds unknown,
And behold Thr~= on Thy throne.
Rock of ages, cleft for me,

Let me hide myself in Thee.

Amen.

Our Father, who art in Heaven, hallowed be Thy name;
Thy kingdom come; Thy will be done on earth, as it is in
Heaven; give us this day our daily bread, and forgive us our
trespasses, as we forgive those who trespass against us; and
lead us not info temptation, but deliver us from evil. For
Thine is the kingdom, the power, and the glory, forever and
ever. Amen.

O Merciful God, and Heavenly Father, who hast taught us
in Thy holy Word that Thou dost not willingly afilict or grieve
the children of men; look with pity, we beseech Thee, upon
the sorrows of these Thy servants for whom especially our
prayers are offered. Remember them, O Lord, in mercy;
endue their souls with patience under this their great afflic-
tion and with resignation to Thy blessed will. Comfort them
with the sense of Thy goodness. Lift up Thy countenance
upon them and give them peace. Through Jesus Christ our
Lord. Amen.

O Almighty God, who hast knit together Thine elect in one
communion and fellowship, in the mystical body of Thy Son,
Christ our Lord; grant us grace so to follow Thy blessed
saints in all virtuous and godly living, that we may come to
those unspeakable joys which Thou hast prepared for those
who unfeignedly love Thee; through Jesus Christ our Lord.
Amen.

O Lord Jesus Christ, grant unto.us Thy servants so to
follow in faith where Thou hast led the way that we may at
length fall asleep peacefully in Thee and awake after Thy
likeness through Thy mercy, who liveth with the Father and
the Holy Ghost, ever one God, world without end. Amen.

Almighty God, with whom do live the spirits of those who
depart hence in the Lord, and with whom the souls of the

faithful, after they are delivered from the burden of the

flesh, are in joy and felicity, we give Thee hearty thanks
for the noble example of this Thy servant, who having
finished his course in faith now rests from his labors. And
we beseech Thee that we, with all those who are departed
in the true faith of Thy holy name, may have our perfect
consummation and bliss in Thy eternal and everlasting
glory. Through Jesus Christ our Lord.

'O God, the God of the spirits of all flesh, in whose embrace
all creatures live in whatsoever world or condition they be,
we beseech Thee for him whose name and dwelling place and
every need Thou only knowest. Lord, vouchsafe him light
and rest, peace and refreshment, joy and consolation in
paradise, in the companionship of saints, in the presence of
Christ, in the ample folds of Thy great love. Grant that
his life may unfold itself in Thy sight and find sweet em-
ployment in the spacious fields of eternity.

If in aught we can minister to his peace, be pleased of
Thy love to let this be. And so keep us from every act
which may deprive us of the sight of him as soon as our
trial time is over or mar the fullness of our joy when the
end of the days hath come.

Pardon, O gracious Lord and Father, whatever is amiss
in this our prayer, and let Thy will be done, for our will is
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blind and erring, but Thine is able to do exceeding abun-
dantly above all that we ask or think. Through Jesus Christ
our Lord. Amen.

How beautiful it is to be alive!

To wake each morn as if the Maker's grace

Did us afresh from nothingness derive,

That we might sing, “ How happy is our casel
How beautiful it is to be alive! ”

To read in God's great book, until we feel

Love for the love that gave it; then to kneel

Close unto Him whose truth our souls will shrive,
While every moment's joy doth more reveal

“ How beautiful it is to be alive.”

Not to forget when pain and grief draw nigh,
Into the ocean of time past to dive

For memorles of God’s mercies, or to try

To bear all sweetly, hoping still to cry

“How beautiful it is to be alive! ™

Thus ever toward man's height of nobleness.
Btrive still some new progression to contrive;

Till, just as any other friend's, we press

Death's hand; and, having died, feel none the leea
“How beautiful it 1s to be alive.”

And now, Lord, support us all the day long of this
troublous life until the shadows lengthen and the evening
comes and the busy world is hushed and the fever of life
is over and our work is done. Then, in Thy mercy, grant
us a safe lodging, a holy rest, and peace at the last.
Through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen.

May the peace of God, which passeth all understanding,
keep your hearts and minds in the knowledge and love of
God and of His Son, Jesus Christ, our Lord; and the blessing
of God Almighty, the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghost
be upon you and all who are near and dear unto you, both
here and yonder, and remain with them and with you
forever. Amen.

At 8 o'clock and 22 minutes p. m., the funeral ceremonies
having been concluded, the family of the deceased Senator,
the committee of arrangements of the two Houses, the
invited guests, and the Members of the Senate retired from
the Chamber, and the casket was borne to the Union
Station, to be conveyed to Salisbury, N. C., accompanied by
the committee of arrangements and the family of the
deceased Senator.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

FRIDAY, DECEMBER 12, 1930

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D,
offered the following prayer:

From the foundation of the world, blessed Lord, Thou
hast been the helper of man. Through victories and de-
feats, through tears and gladness may we walk with Thee
in hope and in aspiration. May Thy spirit, with its quick-
ening power, abide in our midst. Make us sensitive to Thy
presence, and keep us away from the things that are dark
and sluggish, cold and hateful, and with an irresistible at-
traction draw us toward Thee; thus we may achieve suc-
cessfully the tasks to which our counfry has appointed us.
Cleanse us from false pride and all vanity, from binding
passions and besetting sins, and from all habits imperfectly
confrolled. Take out of every contest the sting of bitterness
and selfishness, and may sympathetic cooperation be exer-
cised in all the deliberations of this Congress. We pray in
our Savior's name. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE
A message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its principal
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed with amend-
ments, in which the concurrence of the flouse is requested,
a bill of the House of the following title:
H.R.14804. An act making supplemental appropriations
to provide for emergency construction on certain public
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works during the remainder of the fiscal year ending June
30, 1931, with a view to increasing employment.

The message also announced that the Vice President had
appointed Mr. JoEnson and Mr. FLETcHER members of the
joint select committee on the part of the Senate as pro-
vided for in the act of February 16, 1889, as amended by

the act of March 2, 1895, entifled “An act to authorize and’

provide for the disposition of useless papers in the execu-
tive departments,” for the disposition of useless papers in
the Department of Commerce.

LUMBER AND THE SOVIET

Mr. KORELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the REcorp by incorporating an
address which I delivered this summer in Portland, Oreg.,
upon the subject of Lumber and the Soviet.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oregon asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the
manner indicated. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The speech is as follows:

Before commenting upon the real meaning of the soviet invasion
of the United States I desire to make a brief explanatory state-
ment relative to the condition of the lumber and closely related
wood industries of the United States. These industries are
ordinarily the largest industrial employers of labor in this country,
but to-day they are operating at only about 60 per cent capacity.
As a consequence of their let-down in production many hundreds
of persons ordinarily profitably employed are now out of work.
This condition is especially noticeable in the western parts of
Washington and Oregon, where dozens of sawmills, large and
small, have been forced to shut down. The closing of these mills
is due to lack of demand for lumber occasioned by reduced build-
ing activities and curtailed industrial operations.

Notwithstanding decreased production, the lumber market is
abundantly supplied with lumber of domestic manufacturers.
There is an ample supply of domestic manufacture available for
every purpose for which Russian lumber could or is being used.
Accordingly, if the request of the American lumbermen to have
the present importation of Russian lumber excluded from our
ports should be granted by the Treasury Department, the lumber
consumers of this country will not be inconvenienced in the
slightest. Indeed, the shipments of Russian lumber that are being
made into the United States at present are not due to a search on
the part of the consuming public for more suitable lumber than
that which is produced here, but to the zeal of the soviet officials
who are attempting to dump the vast forest resources of Russia
upon our markets so that they may obtain sufficient gold to carry
on their much-advertised 5-year economic program.

Important as it is to us to see that the lumber interests of the

t Northwest are not rulned by unfair competition and dump-
ing of Russian goods made possible by convict or forced labor,
there is even something of broader importance to us, and that is
the preservation of organized society and American constitutional
government.

In order to appreciate this we must examine into the motives of
the leaders of the Moscow Government. They have changed their
method of attack, or, rather, have added a new attack. They see
that propaganda in America will not be sufficient unless the pros-
perity and independence of the farmer and workingman can be
destroyed. That is the reason for the 5-year program of indus-
trialization in Russia and for the great system of state-owned farms
that is being built up.

What Russia proposes to do is to dump on the rest of the
world raw materials from the forest, the farm, and the mine,
and later manufactured products at such a price that the world
markets will be flooded with Russian goods and the workers in
western Europe and America be rendered idle and discontented
and ripe for revolt.

The exportation of wood pulp, of anthracite, of manganese, and
other raw materials into our country is but the opening wedge.
The Bolsheviks in the first place took the mines and the forests
from the original owners by force. They have no capital invest-
ment. They employ convicts and slave workers. I say they are
slave workers because they can not help themselves. They must
work for the starvation wages which the soviet tyrannical Gov-
ernment gives them. They have no choice. Imprisonment is the
only alternative.

Yet there are people in America, financiers and alleged states-
men who object to the efforts of sound Americans to keep out
this flood of convict and slave-made goods. Some of the finan-
ciers are inspired by selfish motives. Either they have been
selling machinery and equipment to Soviet Russia themselves
to help unwittingly in the world revolutionary program or they
hope to profit by these cheap, slave-made raw materials. How
shortsighted they are! Equipping Soviet Russia until it de-
stroys American buying power is but helping to Ekill the goose
that lays the golden egg. Why cripple or destroy the future of
America for a few temporary profits? The soviet apologists an-
swer that there is no danger. That Russia can consume herself
the things she produces. But the reds in Moscow are not looking
to ralsing the standards of their own people. They are seeking
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to destroy clivilization in the world as they have destroyed it in
Russia. The dumping of siave and convict produced goods abroad
has just started. It will coantinue, unless we prevent it, no mat-
ter whether the Russian peasant worker has -enough to-eat and
wear for himself.

I think it is of the greatest importance therefore that convict
goods and the goods produced by forced labor be kept from
America, If you think I am prejudiced or unduly concerned as
to the devilish purposes behind the Moscow Government, let me
quote from a recent interview in a French newspaper by Senator
Victor Dalbieg, himself a French socialist who at one time was
in favor of full trade between France and Soviet Russia. Senator
Dalbleg says that the dumping system is being used by Stalin “ to
facilitate the export of soviet products below the world price, with
the object of preparing a world revolution and increasing propa-
ganda funds for communist groups in other countries which obey
Moscow’s orders.”

The French senator then continues that “the directors of the
Soviet Union have organized a system of dumping by which they
are seeking to throw on the world market foodstuffs and materials
obtaincd by insufficiently pald workers and even by forced under-
paid labor, s0 as to create unemployment and grave economic dis-
asters in other countries which will be propitious to their com-
munist propaganda. Stalin himself showed in a recent speech
how much he was counting on the system to help create difficul-
ties in capitalistic countries. His words breathe the hope that by
it communism will be victorious over the rest of the world. We
must set up, in the face of foreign monopoly of Russia, control ex-
changes which will protect our manufacturers and merchants and
prohibit the importation into France of foodstuffs or merchandise
of which the sale price is fixed in Russia not on the basis of cost
but with the avowed political aim of ruining nations which per-
mit this commerce, while at the same time the unfortunate Rus-
sian workers and peasants who produce it are starving.”

My friends, if it is important that France take some means of
shutting out this flood of Russian convict-produced commodities,
how much more important is it that we do it in America with our
higher and costlier standards of living. So far as I am concerned,
I am unwilling that the people of the west coast, because of floods
of Russian pulpwood, agricultural, and other products, be made
the first victims in the effort to create economic chaos and
discontent in America.

We have heard a great deal of this new Russian menace of late.
The flood of Russian pulpwoods was temporarily held up,
although later Assistant Secretary of the Treasury Lowman decided
to admit the commodity because it could not be definitely proved
that this pulp was produced by convict labor. It seems to me
that in this instance, and in all other similar instances, it ought
not be left to Americans to prove that convict labor was used in
producing these low-priced commodities. It ought to be put up
to the shippers themselves, in this instance the Boviet Govern-
ment, to prove that no convict labor was used. And even then I
should want the proof to be ironclad and entirely convineing.

Under the laws in force for years past it has been possible to
stop the entry to America of prison-made goods or of goods
dumped into the country regardless of the cost of production.
Now it seems to me that in the case of Russia labor costs are never
taken into consideration, because the laber is of the slave or
forced variety. This in itself should prohibit them.

The new tariff law recently passed by C provides against
the entry to the United States of goods produced by forced labor.
The term, I believe, is sweeping enough to include nearly every-
thing produced in Russia, and when this part of the bill becomes
a law it ought to be enforced, especially in view of the labor costs
in Russia and of the efforts of the Soviet Government to disrupt
the economic fabric of the world. I feel sure that the provisions
will be enforced, and, so far as I am concerned, when these provi-
slons of the law, which were designed by farseeing men to cover
this particular situation, go into effect I intend to do what I can
to see that the Interests of the producers of American products
in Oregon are safeguarded. .

It Is perhaps true that there will be powerful nonpolitical in-
fluences, inspired by selfish greed, against the application of these
safeguards, but I believe that these influences should be and will
be unavailing. They threaten us with the loss of Russian trade.
But there is something more fundamental in American life than
trade and finance. There is something more fundamental to us
in the preservation of the American standard of living, in the
preservation of the standard of living of the average American
family. There is something more fundamental, foo, in the preser-
vation of our ideals of government, of American institutions which
the Moscow leaders intend to destroy. These things are all more
important than the balance of trade with an outlaw government
in Russia, and, so far as I am concerned, I intend to contribute my
little share toward keeping them more important.

American idealism and American prosperity can not be traded
off for a chimerical trade advantage which will fade Into nothing-
ness when the real purposes of the Bolshevik Government are
revealed to the world.

Whenever and wherever goods are dumped into America to de-
stroy our industries, let us stop the flood, no matter what nation
is the offender.

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL
Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill




628

(H. R. 14675) making appropriations for the Department of
the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and
for other purposes.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the Interior Department appropriation bill,
with Mr. Camnderom in the chair,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

For a clinical survey of tuberculosis, trachoma, and venereal and
other disease conditions among Indians, $75,000: Provided, That
in conducting such survey the cooperation of such State and other
organizations engaged in similar work shall be enlisted wherever
practicable and where services of physiclans, nurses, or other

persons are donated their travel and other expenses may be pald
from this appropriation.

Mr, TILSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word and ask unanimous consent to proceed for 10 minutes
out of order. '

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut asks
unanimous consent to proceed for 10 minutes out of order.
Is there objection?

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to
object, it is my understanding that the gentleman from Con-
necticut proposes to discuss a matter that is not before the
committee, the so-called farm relief bill. If we are going to
have a debate on that subject to-day, I think that some one
on this side of the House ought to have similar opportunity
to express himself.

Mr, TILSON. Will the gentleman agree to confine it to
10 minutes?

Mr. GARNER. Yes.

Mr. TILSON. A discussion of this kind is frregular and,
as a rule, ought not to be allowed on general principles, but
this is a matter of such importance that I think we may
well afford to make an exception of it. I am perfectly will-
ing to have somebody on the other side discuss the matter
for 10 minutes.

Mr. GARNER. The gentleman will recall that yesterday
I suggested to him that an opportunity be given for a full
debate on this proposition. I urged him then to set aside
the bill now under consideration, the Interior Department
appropriation bill, and take up immediately the farm relief
bill, which we could have done very well this morning. As I
understand it, that bill is ready for consideration. We could
have considered it to-day and to-morrow, if need be, under
general debate, which the gentleman is undertaking to in-
dulge in now. I suggest that the gentleman give this side of
the House 20 minutes, in case he takes 10 minutes, so that
he can have 10 minutes more on his side if he desires to
answer. Let us go into a general debate of this subject, if
necessary.

Mr. TILSON. I merely wish to make a statement of my
own views, and I do not think it will call for even a colloguy.

Mr. ASWELL. That is what we wish to do.

Mr. TILSON. I do not believe it will arouse any contro-
versy.

Mr. ASWELL. We want an opportunity to answer.

Mr. GARNER. Whether it arouses controversy or not, I
would like to have it generally understood before we give
this consent that we are to have full opportunity on this
side to debate the proposition.

Mr, TILSON. I shall be delighted to have the gentleman
from Texas or the gentleman from Louisiana have an equal
amount of time. We should like to finish the Interior De-
partment bill early to-day, and therefore I should not like to
consent to any great amount of time being consumed in
extraneous debate,

Mr., CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I would not want any
misunderstanding from leaving this in an indefinite state.
Personally it is quite necessary for me that the Interior
Department bill be completed to-day, unless we have a ses-
sion to-morrow, which I do mnot suppose the House wants.
Monday is consent day and on Tuesday I shall have to be
away. I am anxious to complete the bill to-day, so that I
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hope it is understood that this will not be & long debate upon
a subject extraneous to the bill. I shall not object to the
same amount of time on the other side as Mr. TiLsox has.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr, ASWELL. Is that understood?

Mr. TILSON. With the understanding that there will be
an equal amount of time on the other side.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will put both requests. The
gentleman from Connecticut asks unanimous consent that
he may proceed for 10 minutes out of order, and that there-
after the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ASWELL] may pro-
ceed for 10 minutes out of order. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, in view of the strict limi-
tation placed upon the time, I ask that I be not interrupted
until I have finished my statement,

Because of the revolutionary character of the proposal
that has been made in connection with drought relief to
furnish food, clothing, and other necessities of life, I think
this House should consider the matter with the utmost de-
liberation and care before embarking upon such a policy.

There is a very sharp dividing line, not only in principle
but in fact, between the loan of Government funds for the
purchase of seed, fertilizer, and livestock feed, as we have
done in the past, and a loan to meet such needs as food,
clothing, and, possibly, medical care, as has been proposed.
In the one case the Federal Government is loaning funds
to help rehabilitate and carry over an industry temporarily
stricken by natural causes and unable to finance its imme-
diate needs because of restricted credit facilities. In such
a case the United States is advancing money which in all
human probability will be repaid out of the very crop which
it is financing.

In the other case—that of advances for food—while we
may call it a loan because it sounds better, it is in effect
distributing funds for strictly charitable purposes, which
in many cases can not be repaid at all and in others can
not be repaid without intolerable hardship to the benefi-
ciaries. If charity is what we have in mind, then let us
be honest with the people of the United States, with the
taxpayers of the country, and admit that we propose to
have the United States Government, whatever the implica-
tions and consequences, take over the work of charity hith-
erto assumed and well provided for by community effort and

private contributions. If we are not thinking of charity, do

we desire to have the United States Government ask a fam-
ily in distress, faced with starvation, to mortgage its next
year’s crop, its future means of subsistence, in order to meet
its immediate necessities?

The plain truth of the matler is that this is not what we
have in mind. In so far as food is concerned, we are in
effect dispensing charity and disguising it by calling it a
loan. This is not honest from the standpoint of those who
must eventually pay the bill or from the all-important
standpoint of what are the proper functions of the Federal
Government, nor will it work with equality and justice as
between individuals. The high-principled and industrious
among the distressed will insist on treating it as a loan and
will cripple themselves and their families in an attempt to
repay it; the idle and shiftless will accept it as a gift, dismiss
any atfempt at repayment, and live off the Federal Govern-
ment as long as the opportunity exists.

If the people of the drought-stricken areas are so re-
stricted in their credit facilities as to require the interven-
tion of the Federal Government to finance their next year's
crop, credit may be extended to them with entire propriety.
If a man and his family are faced with starvation, what they
need is relief and not to be saddled with additional debt.

If they need relief, the way to offer it to them generously,
fairly, and in accordance with our traditions and practice is
to turn to the great relief organization maintained by the
people of the United States to take care of just such situa-
tions as this. It will smack much less of charity to have
the Red Cross Society, which is in a sense a great insurance
company maintained by the American people as a whole, to
which they may look in time of need, to undertake the work
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of relief than to tap the United States Treasury and thereby
establish in the United States in fact, if not in name, the
dole.

The Red Cross, by formal resolution of its central com-
mittee, has declared its intention and ability to take care of
the actual distress needs of the people of the drought-
stricken area, exclusive of seed, fertilizer, and animal feed,
which they very properly leave to the Government, State and
National. Now, mark you, the Red Cross proposal is not
limited to food, but to clothing, fuel, medical supplies and
attention, and other similar distress needs of the people of
the sorely afflicted territory.

If our real desire is to see the needs of these people intel-
ligently, thoroughly, and generously provided for, we should
turn to the Red Cross. If our real purpose is to drill a pipe
line into the Federal Treasury and establish the dole in the
United States, with all that will necessarily follow, not only
in the stricken areas but throughout the country, where
community after community is generously providing for the
needs of its people in accordance with American tradition
and American spirit, then let us adopt the Senate bill. In
doing so, however, let us at least understand what we are
doing and the direction which the road upon which we are
entering leads.

From the foundation of the Government we have looked
to the community spirit and to private generosity to take
care of those of our people temporarily or permanently in
need. Is this a work which can be properly undertaken by
the Federal Government? Is the United States to create
bureaus in every county and municipality throughout the
United States to dispense charity through a horde of bu-
reaucrats? Do not believe for one minute that you can
destroy community responsibility, wipe out State, county,
and municipal lines without producing the result, which has
been repeatedly exemplified in the past, of having the people
turn to Washington for relief, and thus gradually lose all
sense of their own responsibility.

Such a policy will not only destroy the sense of local
responsibility, which is one of the very foundations of our
institutions, but will almost inevitably dry up the sources of
private generosity. Moreover, every proposed charitable
cause, good or bad, will expect to find a responsive Federal
Government at its beck and call. Members of Congress will
be expected to get a maximum of Federal funds for their
respective districts, and their success or failure as Members
of Congress will be measured by their ability to tap the
Federal Treasury.

We sometimes point with pride to the way in which we
follow sound principles of government, and have pointed the
finger of criticism at other governments, with their deficits
and their doles, yet when we are confronted with a truly
difficult situation there are those apparently willing to face
a growing deficit with complete complacency and turn to
the dole as a ready road out of our immediate difficulties.

I am nof unmindful of the argument that has been made
that after the war we took money from the Federal Treasury
to feed the starving of Russia and other countries of Eu-
rope. The cases are in no way analogous. In the one we
were succoring a people who were prostrate from war, with
stable governments wiped away, industries paralyzed, money
valueless, and without means of a livelihood or even hope
of the future. In the other we have the problem of tem-
porary relief to a sturdy class of Americans possessing an
unbounded courage and an indomitable will to overcome
the vicissitudes which have come to them in their relentless
fight with the forces of nature. Behind them are the
strongest Government in the world, with currency and re-
sources unimpaired and established relief agencies ready and
willing to afford every measure of relief necessary to carry
them through the winter and into the bright period of
another spring and new crops, and to new means of liveli-
hood.

We have met great disasters in the past without recourse
to Federal Government charity. We have only to let our
memory run back a matter of three years to recall one of
the greatest disasters in the history of our country—the
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Mississippi flood—when a wild and turbulent river, breaking
its bounds in many places, brought disaster to many thou-
sands. Not only were crops destroyed, cattle, horses, and
mules drowned, but even homes were swept away. When
the waters receded and the refugees returned they had only
their land upon which to build. Was there any proposal
then that the Federal Government should advance a dole
out of the Federal Treasury for these people bereft of their
all? Of course there was not, because the American Red
Cross and local agencies took care of the situation with such
assistance as the administration has proposed in the present
case—that of loans for seeds, fertilizer, and farm imple-
ments.

When Vermont and other States were ravaged by a flood
and when a vast section of Florida was laid waste by a hur-
ricane, the sufferers did not look to the Federal Government
for charity or for loans for food, medical assistance, or other
personal relief. The Red Cross and local relief agencies
stepped in to bring succor and relief just as they are ready
to do now. .

I have referred to some of the evils that may be expected
to flow from the establishment of the dole in the present
instance. There are others and of even greater conse-
quences. We have no doubt that any sums we may now
appropriate will be honestly and efliciently administered,
but it requires no very great stretch of the imagination to
envision the possibility of a dishonest administration using
the vast resources of the Federal Treasury under the guise
of relief to build up a political organization to bring about
its retention in office. I have already pointed out that the
distribution of charity would require a horde of bureau-
cratic agencies over the country and such agencies with vast
sums to dispense could, if so disposed, wield a most powerful
political influence for the administration in power.

There is still another phase of the question to which I
would call attention. Remove the need for voluntary aid
to sufferers in America and we shall thereby atrophy one
of the noblest emotions of the human heart—that of a gen-
erous response to the call for succor to distressed peoples,
not only in America but throughout the world.

I am unwilling to do an injustice to the people in the
stricken area and an injustice to all the rest of the people
by opening the way for future abuses with their baleful
effects alike upon the Government and all the people. I
therefore stand opposed to legislation which I regard un-
sound as well as unjust alike to those we would serve and
to the whole Nation.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr.
AsweLL] is recognized for 10 minutes under the agreement.

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen of
the House, in the Washington Post of December 8 in an
editorial appeared this language: -

Mr. AsweLy, of Louisiana, a Democrat hailing from a State that

has not suffered from drought, will lead the pork barrel forces in
an attempt to raise the appropriation to $60,000,000.

That statement by the Washington Post is false and
infamous and could have been written by none other than a
nit-wit or a man deliberately trying to libel, and I shall
not dwell upon it now, but my State will have the Washing-
ton Post account for that in the courts.

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to print at this
point, in order to economize time, telegrams from the gov-
ernor and Senator elect of my State, drought committee
chairman, and commissioner of agriculture in answer to
this editorial in the Washington Post.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana asks
unanimous consent to print at this point in his remarks cer-
tain telegrams. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The telegrams are as follows:

BaronN Roucs, LA, December 11, 1930.
Hon. James B. ASWELL,
Member of Congress:
Relative to editorial Washington Post December 8, statement
that Louisiana has not suffered from drought gross misrepresenta-
tion I appointed State drought-relief committee at request of
President Hoover and officials of his administration. As you know
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at least 25 parishes in this State suffered severely from drought,
and Red Cross has expended in that area a hundred thousand
dollars. I earnestly urge that amount be made available for
drought relief be fixed at minimum of $60,000,000.
Huey P. Loweg,
Governor and Senator Elect.

ALEXANDRIA, LA, December 11, 1930.
Congressman J. B, ASWELL:

Sending telegram as below to Washington Post: Will you cor-
rect your statement editorial 8th, that Louisiana has not suf-
fered drought? Twenty-five counties produced no feed or food
crops less than one-fourth normal cotton crops. Thirty thousand
families without means to carry on farm operations next year.
Local financial institutions unable to meet requirements. Red
Cross has already spent $100,000 charity relief work in Louisiana
account drought. Sure you will be fair enough to correct your
statement.

B. F. THOMPSON,
Chairman Louisiana State Drought Committee.

Baron Rouck, La., December 12, 1930.
James B. ASWELL,
Member of Congress, Washington, D. C.:

Just read the contemptible untruthful editorial in Washington
Post December 8. This outburst of sectional polson from the pen
of some ignorant partisan politician surely has not taken the time
or trouble to inquire into the situation that exists not only in
Louisiana but in 15 or 16 other States. The Post don't seem to
know the difference between a legitimate loan, which will be re-
paid to our Government within the next 10 to 24 months, and
some pork-barrel public improvement that will come out of our
Treasury never to be returned. Can not some one wake up this
fellow and send him to find out true conditions? I shall be glad
to guide him through Louisiana or any other State, if he will
allow me.

Harey D. WimLsoN, Commissioner.

ALEXANDRIA, LA., December 10, 1930.
Hon. J. B. ASWELL:

In 1917 when our country called for volunteers the young man-
hood of north Louisiana rallled as volunteers to the call. The
present drought section gave a large number of these men from
the farm home. I saw fathers and mothers bid their sons farewell
with tears and smiles and a word of encouragement to discharge
their duty. The records show how well this duty was performed.
The fathers and mothers returned to their homes to patriotically
carry out every mandate from Washington, They took the place
of their sons at the plowshare and cooperated in the Hoover
plan for food production and conservation. Practically all of
these boys from the farm went as privates, m: ny of them remain
in Flanders field. These mothers and fathers from the farm did
not complain but glorified in the fact that thuir John had made
the supreme sacrifice for their country. It is these same farm
people that I am pleading for. These people istill have faith in
their country and the prompt passage of the drought-relief meas-
ure yesterday by the Senate renewed this faith. Many of them
are looking toward the east to-day with a prayer that Congress
will consider them in their dire necessity and not turn them down,
when considered individually, the small pittance asked as a loan.
They are not seeking charity. They are asking for a loan which
they expect and will repay out of next year's production This
small loan will enable them to remain in their homes self-sus-
talning, self-respecting patriotic American citizens. May I hope
and insist on the e by Congress of the original resolution
providing food as well as other necessities for these farmers.

B. F. THOMPSON,
Chairman Louisiana Drought Relief Commitiee.

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Chairman, ladies, and gentlemen, the
Republican floor leader of this House, usually a man of very
keen intellect, and somet!mes fair, reveals himself in a most
pathetic attitude this morning. The gentleman does not
discuss the subject at all. The gentleman is very much
afraid that an army of agents will be sent out through the
country and help the administration. If an administration
after the last election ever needed help, it is this adminis-
tration.

The facts are that nothing of the kind will happen. My
resolution does not deal with medical supplies, as the gen-
tleman suggested. The gentleman has not read the resolu-
tion. He makes the startling statement that it is leading
to a dole, and he talks about deficit. That is the stock stuff
we have been having here ever since this Congress met.

I would like for the Members of this House for a moment
to note that in the pending Infericr Department bill before
Congress there is an item of $400,000, inserted by a member
of the commnpittee without ever having discussed it with the
Bureau of the Budget, for a library at the negro university
here. That is a raid on the Treasury without discussing it
with the Bureau of the Budget; buf, there is no Treasury
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raid in my joint resolution providing $60,000,000 for loans,

It provides specifically for a loan. The floor leader who

spoke just before me said he wanted to investigate it. This
question was taken up officially on October 20 when the gen-
tleman from Connecticut knew nothing about it, but his
own commissioner of agriculture was in that convention
here in Washington, and at that convention a committee was
appointed to write this resolution containing the $60,000,000
and food, and they asked me to help them. They wrote it in
cooperation with the Secretary of Agriculture. It has been
studied painstakingly for three months.

Then the drought relief committee chairmen who were
created by the governors at the request of the President
were here on November 20. They took the same position
as the commissioners of agriculture on this resolution, car-
rying $60,000,000 and food. Why? Because the farmer is
required to mortgage his next year’s crop for food, his gar-
den included, and at the same time to mortgage the labor
of himself, his wife, and children for 12 months, in order
to borrow enough money to live upon and to make another
crop. He is prostrated in this area of 24 States. He has no
credit. He has nothing upon which to earn a living or to
make next year’s crop, and if you deprive him of this loan,
you will add 5,000,000 people to the already astounding
number of unemployed in America. These men on the
farm who can not make a crop will come to the towns and
cities and add to unemployment. My resolution will keep
these people on the farms in productive labor.

This resolution providing $60,000,000 does not undertake

to deal with the general question of unemployment, but
proposes to deal with the small farmer, who is in need of ~
‘oan.
Talk about charity. Talk about raiding the Treasury.
It will be repaid to the Government within 10 months, and
everybody knows it. The Government will not lose over 10
per cent, as record of former similar loans shows.

I notice this same Washington Post and some of the gen-
tlemen on the Republican side have said that this joint
resolution for $60,000,000 would compete with the Red
Cross. The asininity of that statement is astounding.
Why? Here are the facts: The Cross reported, when
the drought came on in August, that they had $5,000,000
available. BSince then the Red Cross has sent $222,709 to
Santo Domingo. In the past eight years the Red Cross
has given for disasters in other countries of the world the
sum of more than $40,000,000. More than $5,000,000 a year
has the Red Cross sent to other countries of the world.
They had $5,000,000 to begin with. Now, in the President’s
message the other day, he said they had spent only one-half
million, and they have $4,500,000 to carry on their noble
operations in all the world, and yet you say the Red Cross
must take care of these 5,000,000 people in the 24 States
of the drought area. It is too absurd to be considered that
this joint resolution would supplant the Red Cross.

Now, Mr. Chairman, the commissioners of agriculture
wrote the resolution in cooperation with the Secretary of
Agriculture.

This resolution was approved by the drought committee
when it was here. I thought for three months that I had
the enthusiastic support of the Secretary of Agriculture.
The drought committee left here in November, enthusiastic
and encouraged because they thought they had his support,
the Secretary of Agriculture having been most outspoken
in his approval. :

When the Congress met on Monday we undertook to get
our chairman of the committee to call a meeting of the
committee to consider it. The Republican members .of my
committee helped me, as well as the Democratic members,
and we thought there was no opposition. We did not hear
of any at all until Wednesday morning.

The Secretary of Agriculture had promised me to be pres-
ent on Wednesday, but when I heard of him next he was
fishing in Florida. It was the first hint I had of what was
going on under cover. On Wednesday—and hear me, be-
cause I want to give it exactly—there came a messenger
from the office of the Secretary of Agriculture with another
resolution cutting the amount to $25,000,000. The mes-
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senger handed the resolution to the chairman of our com-
mittee, with a report approving it already written. It is
in the Recorn. That was done before the chairman had
ever introduced the resolution. He swallowed it, and 12
Republicans on my committee, thinking they were the 12
apostles, went with him. Then what happened? This
messenger went on to the Senate and there he told Senator
McN2ary, the chairman of the Agriculture Committee of the
Senate, the same thing, that he must introduce it. McNaryY
had been selected by the commissioners of agriculture to
introduce this original resolution for $60,000,000 in the
Senate. They wanted to make it nonpolitical and nonparti-
san. McNary, being a good Republican and a Republican
leader—Senator McNary, able, brilliant, on the square, and
all in all a man, is a good Republican; he is the ablest
Republican leader you have in the Senate—he obeyed this
request and introduced the resolution. Then he went before
his committee and said that he did this on request, but
that he was not for that small resolution but for the original
one carrying $60,000,000 which the drought people asked
him to introduce, and he put it through by unanimous vote,
the original resolution, as it was written by the commis-
sioners of agriculture.

I wish I had time to bring it up to date, but I will bring
it up to date the next time I get a chance to speak. [Ap-
plause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from
Louisiana has expired.

The Clerk read as follows:

GENERAL SUPPORT AND ADMINISTRATION

For general suppost of Indians and administration of Indian
property, including pay of employees, 1,275,000, including not to
exceed £10,000 for home demonstration work among Indians, in-
cluding necessary personnel, travel, and other necessary expenses,
and purchase of equipment and supplies; and including not ex-
ceeding £88,520 for the purpose of discharging obligations of the
United States under treaties and agreements with various tribes
and bands of Indians as follows: Coeur d’Alenes, Idaho (art. 11,
agreement of March 3, 1891), $3,960; Bannocks, Idaho (art. 10,
treaty of July 3, 1868), 87,700; Crows, Montana (arts. 8 and 10,
treaty of May 7, 1868), $7,660; Quapaws, Oklahoma (art. 3, treaty
of May 13, 1833), $2,280; Confederated Bands of Utes (arts. 9, 12,
and 15, treaty of March 2, 1868), $57,480; Spokanes, Washington
(art. 6, agreement of March 18, 1887), $1,320; Shoshones, Wyoming
(arts. 8 and 10, treaty of July 3, 1868), §8,120.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, on page 59, line 2, I
offer an amendment, which I send to the desk.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan offers
an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. CramTON: Page 59, line 2, after the
w?;-dr ‘ supplies,” insert * and including not exceeding $160,000 for
relief.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, in explanation of that
I will say that this general administration item includes
each year some money purely for relief—the issuance of sup-
plies to indigents, and so forth. The Budget increased that
amount somewhat this year, and by reason of cgnditions pre-
vailing in the field it is the thought of the committee that
it should be increased, and in the amount recommended to
the House the increase was provided. The purpose of the
amendment is to segregate that expenditure in order to see
that it is held for that purpose alone.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to modify the amendment
and make the amount immediately available.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, permission is
granted to modify the amendment, and the Clerk will report
the amendment as modified.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 59, line 2, after the word “supplies,” insert “and in-
:lhti.gl.l’ag not exceeding $160,000 for relief, to be immediately avafl-

Mr. CRAMTON. I may say, supplementing what I have
already said, that it is made immediately available because
of drought conditions and other conditions which have se-
riously affected the Indian population. The gentleman from
Oklahoma [Mr. Hastings], who is very familiar with those

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

631

conditions, has stressed the importance of increasing the
amount, and that it be made immediately available.

Mr. HOWARD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes.

Mr. HOWARD. I would like to ask the chairman a ques-
tion. I do not see my Ponca or Santee Sioux Indians in
Nebraska named in this, and I would like to ask if it would
be possible that any portion of this might be employed for
their relief?

Mr. CRAMTON. May I say to the gentleman that the
tribes mentioned are those which have certain treaty agree-
ments which are fulfilled specifically as indicated; it amounts
to only some $80,000 or $90,000 for those tribes, and the
$1,000,000 is spread over a great number of other tribes,
very likely including the ones the gentleman referred to.

Mr. HOWARD. The gentleman has no doubt that I might
induce the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, if this appro-
priation be granted, to carry some relief to the suffering
Indians I have named? ;

Mr. CRAMTON. It will be within his discretion to do so
and within his authority to do so.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Michigan.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Not to exceed $10,000 of the appropriation contained in the
Interior Department appropriation act for the fiscal year 1931 for
the support of the Fort Bidwell Indian School, California, is hereby
made immediately available for surveying, plotting, grading, and
preparation for an Indian colony on the Fort Bidwell School
Reserve, and for fencing, and installation of sewer and water

systems, including supervisory and other skilled labor and purchase
of necessary materials and supplies.

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out
the last word.

I would like to ask the chairman in charge of the Interior
appropriation bill what assurance the House has that the
various items mentioned in this bill for the Bureau of Indian
Affairs and the amounts set forth therein will be expended
for the purposes indicated. v

Last year this appropriation bill carried a specific provi-
sion and appropriation for the operation of the Indian
boarding school at Fort Bidwell, Calif. In violation of the
mandate of the Congress the Commissioner of Indian Affairs
closed the school.

Unless we have some binding clause in these appropria-
tions to prevent the Commissioner of Indian Affairs from
arbitrarily disregarding the laws passed by Congress and
with this dangerous precedent established by the Indian
Bureau, how do we know the money will be expended as
indicated here? If the Bureau of Indian Affairs is to con-
tinue such a presumptuous policy, it is a farce for this
House to go through the formality of passing this appro-
priation bill, at least in so far as the Bureau of Indian
Affairs is concerned. Not alone was the will of Congress
glibly cast aside by the bureau, but I understand they now
propose to demolish at Fort Bidwell a lot of very good build-
ings in order that an altruistic theory may be followed out.
I am sure the Commissioner of Indian Affairs understands
the laws of this country and his action could hardly have
been in ignorance thereof. There is a most urgent need for
the continuation of the Fort Bidwell Indian Boarding School.

Mr. CRAMTON. There is a great deal of force in what
the gentleman from California [Mr. ENcGLEERIGHT] has said.
Last year a specific appropriation was made by the Con-
gress for the maintenance of the Fort Bidwell Indian board-
ing school for the current year. Notwithstanding that, the
school was closed in September last and the committee and
the Congress were given no notice of such action until it
was consummadted.

I may say to the gentleman that in the hearings the very
situation the gentleman refers to is discussed and the Com-
missioner of Indian Affairs recognizes entirely the force of
the position suggested and definitely assures us that further
institutions specifically appropriated for will not be closed
without Congress having an opportunity to consider the
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proposition. A practice such as occurred in the Fort Bid-
well instance would make it quite foolish for our committee
to hold hearings and make a study of proposed appropria-
tions; and if it is to be held that these things can be done
without consulting Congress, in self-defense Congress would
have to tie up the items with language that would make
administration difficult.

In this particular case I think it was somewhat from a
lack of familiarity with Government practice, and that it
will not be continued.

Further, since the gentleman refers to the Fort Bidwell
situation, I would like to make this statement. The wisdom
of continuance of the Fort Bidwell school is a debatable
question. There are arguments on each side of the gues-
tion, and the closing of the school being an accomplished
fact, and in view of the direct inspection of the premises by
the assistant commissioner and all the other circumstances,
we did not feel justified in overruling the bureau in this par-
ticular matter. I am frank to say, however, that since our
action was taken, from further information I have received,
including numerous photographs of buildings that are to
be abandoned and which were urged as being unsuited to
further use without great expense, I personally feel grave
doubt about the wisdom of the action which the bureau has
taken. I can recognize that anyone who thinks that an
Indian can only be taught or housed in a 100 per cent per-
fect structure, with floors in perfect conditions and all that
sort of thing, would not take the view that I do; but when
you contrast these structures with what these Indians live
in at other times, they must think they are in a little heaven
when they get into these buildings, if they are capable of
appreciation of improvement in surroundings.

I think there is grave doubt about the wisdom of their
action, but they have taken it, the bureau has the responsi-
bility, and our committee has not seen fit to interfere with
that discretion.

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. I intend to take the matter up fur-
ther with the Indian Bureau. I feel that the domolishment
of the type of buildings that exist there would be gross
extravagance. I made a personal inspection of them this
summer.

I am very grateful for the gentleman’s remarks and for
his explanation.

I withdraw the pro forma amendment, Mr. Chairman.

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

The Clerk read as follows:

Towa: Bac and Fox, $4,500, to be immediately avallable.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word for the purpose of asking a question fo clarify a matter
in my own mind and in order to be able to answer some
guestions that have been submitted to me. Does the $4,500
appropriated here come out of tribal funds or is it an appro-
priation of public moneys?

Mr, CRAMTON. Tribal funds.

Mr. COLE. What tribal funds?

Mr. CRAMTON. Mainly the income which these Indians
get from the leasing of certain lands.

Mr. COLE. There was a penalty incurred of a few hun-
dred dollars on delinquent taxes, not through any negligence
on the part of the Indians or their administrators but be-
cause the language of the last appropriation act made it
impossible for them to pay this money.

Mr. CRAMTON. Let me say to the gentleman there are
several sides to that proposition. What the gentleman is
talking about is the fact that the State out there and the
county are taxing the lands of these poor Indians. In my
own judgment, after my study of the history of it, they
ought not to tax these lands, and I question their right to
do it, but they do it. So we withheld the appropriation to
pay the taxes. It has gone on for a year or two years or
three years, and it has been worked out, and the solicitor for
the department rules that the State has the right to get
these taxes.

The unfairness is revealed in the fact that they pay a road
tax and do not get roads; they pay a drainage tax and do
not get drainage, and so forth; but they apparently have
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got to pay it, and, bowing to the opinion of the solicitor, the
item here is carried to pay up the back taxes.

Now, the gentleman from Jowa [Mr. Corel raises the
question that because the State of Iowa and the county in
which these Indians are located are collecting not only the
taxes but are exacting a penalty for delay in paying them,
evidently the gentleman thinks the Federal Government
ought to make that up; but the gentleman overlooks the fact
that the money belonging to these Indians that would have
been used to pay the taxes, if the appropriation had been
made last year and the year before, has instead remained
in the Treasury and has drawn interest ever since, and the
difference between the interest that they have realized on
their money and the penalty is not a very great amount.

Mr. COLE. Who has the right to waive the taxes?

Mr. CRAMTON. I am not familiar with the law, but the
Legislature of Iowa, I think, meets in a month. It could
correct the law if the law does not now permit it. I think
ttg;l;giilatm‘emightwellchma‘ethelaw with reference to

act.

Mr. COLE. The lands belong to the Indians, and it would
be a great hardship on the county to withdraw them from
taxation, as it would increase taxes on the other lands in
the county.

Mr. CRAMTON. Oh, in the West there are hardships
greater than that. This is a prosperous county, well popu-
lated, and it would not seriously affect it if they waived the
taxes on these lands.

Mr. COLE. Tama County is prosperous, but taxes are
burdensome, as they are in all agricultural counties. The
Indian lands are not sufficient for the livings of the 383
persons listed. The total of the lands belonging to the
Indians is 3,300 acres. Five hundred and twenty acres of this
is leased to white men for the purpose of getting revenue for
the payment of taxes and other urgent incidental expenses.
The per capita acreage of the reservation is approximately
9 acres, one half of which is agricultural land, and the other
half is not adapted to farming. This makes a per capita
acreage of agricultural land a little more than 4 acres, an
amount far too small to enable a man to support himself
and family. The Indians are fairly good farmers, but do
not have sufficient land to cultivate.

Mr. CRAMTON. This is a matter for the State of Iowa
to consider.

Mr. COLE. Could it be amended so as to make the pen-
alty, at least, payable by the Government?

Mr. CRAMTON. That would not be germane. They have
had the interest on the money, and that would offset the
penalty. The penalty is not much more than the interest.

Mr. COLE. It amounis to as much as 12 per cent, I
think.

Mr. CRAMTON. You certainly charge them enough out
there.

Mr. COLE. In order that the situation among the Sac
and Fox Indians in Towa may be better understood, let me
state how th® present plight has arisen.

A Federal statute requires that all tribal moneys used for
the support of the various activities on the reservation must
be appropriated by Congress. The appropriation act for the
fiscal year 1929 contained on page 26 an item appropriating
$1,800 of moneys belonging to the Sac and Fox Indians for
the support of the activities of the reservation. This in-
cludes the payment of taxes and the money was derived
from rentals on 520 acres of land leased to white men for
a cash rental. A similar item appeared in subsequent ap-
propriation acts since the passage of the law requiring
appropriations.

The appropriation act for the fiscal year 1930, page 25,
contains the following item:

Iowa: Sac end Fox, $600: Provided, That no part of this appro-
priation shall be available for the payment of taxes on any lands
held in trust by the United States for the benefit of said Indians.

The proviso prohibiting the use of any of the money for
the payment of taxes on the land made it impossible for
taxes to be paid which were due in March, 1930. The Iowa

‘law requires that when taxes become delinquent the land
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shall be advertised and sold. In accordance with this law
the treasurer of Tama County had arranged to advertise
the land on November 4, 1930, and it would be sold on De-
cember 1, 1930. The advertising of the land would create
such an unsatisfactory situation among the Indians that
the superintendent prevailed upon the treasurer to postpone
the sale and an effort would be made to secure an appro-
priaton for the payment of these taxes. This the treasurer
finally decided to do. And at my request the language and
the amount appropriated have been changed in the bill now
before us. But at present there is a penalty on account of
delinquent taxes of approximately $100 due in addition to
the taxes. This has worked a hardship on the Indians, be-
cause they have no money in the Treasury of the United
States with which to pay the taxes, but the act of Congress
forbids the payment and the Indians suffer thereby. The
failure to avoid these penalties being due to Congress, Con-
gress should appropriate funds belonging to the Government
sufficient to pay the penalties thus incurred. I believe also
that we might well appropriate the taxes for the current
and subsequent years in order that these Indians may have
an opportunity to equip themselves for making a better
living.

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com-
mittee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having
resumed the chair, Mr. CainperoM, Chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re-
ported that that committee had had under consideration the
bill H, R. 14675, the Interior Department appropriation bill,
and had come to no resolution thereon.

EMERGENCY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
take from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 14804) making
appropriations for emergency construction, disagree to the
Senate amendments, and ask for a conference with the
Senate; and, further, that the managers on the part of the
House at the conference on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on such bill be given specific authority, as provided
by clause 2 of Rule XX, to agree to any amendment of the
Senate providing for an appropriation.

I will say that the purpose of asking this authority is
because of the fact that this bill is not a general appropria-
tion bill, and when we come to conference the conferees
could not agree on matters of appropriation.

Mr. CRAMTON. The action of the House in granting
consent asked for by the gentleman from Indiana would not
in any way be taken as a direction by the House conferees to
agree fo the Senate amendments?

Mr., WOOD. No; it would place the House conferees in
the same position as to appropriations as if it was a general
appropriation bill.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Waill the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOOD. Yes.

Mr, CHINDBLOM. Does the gentleman include in his
motion that the conferees be immediately appointed?

Mr. WOOD. Yes.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. The gentleman did not so state.

Mr. WOOD. I intended to, and I make that request.

Mr. GARNER. May I ask the gentleman a question? The
gentleman thinks this bill is more of a legislative bill than a
general appropriation bill?

Mr. WOOD. Yes. It was ruled here the other day that
it was not a general appropriation bill.

Mr. GARNER. And the amendments placed on it by the
Senate could not be agreed to by the conferees with the ad-
ditional appropriation made, because this not being a gen-
eral appropriation bill it would be legislation within the
meaning of the rule to which the gentleman has referred?

Mr, WOOD. That is correct.

Mr. BLANTON. I would like to ask the gentleman a
questéon. If the House agrees to the unanimous-consent
request, then the House conferees would be in a position
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where they could deny the legislative provision which the
Senate has placed on the bill?

Mr, WOOD. Absolutely.

Mr. BLANTON. If the membership were in favor of the
amendments placed on the bill by the Senate, it would be
for their interest to deny the request asked for by the
gentleman?

Mr. WOOD. I think not, because it is a free and full
conference, and I do not think the gentleman wants to
interfere with the conferees of the House.

Mr. EDWARDS. Is this the $110,000,000 appropriation
bill passed by the Senate the other day?

Mr. WOOD. It is.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Would the granting of this request
amount to a waiver on the part of any Member of the House
to make any point of order against any agreement of the
conferees?

Mr. WOOD. No.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would have the
effect of waiving the point of order provided by clause 2 of
Rule XX, but not as to anything else.

Mr. BANKHEAD. That would be my interpretation.

The SPEAKER. The Chair would think so.

Mr. BANKHEAD. I wanted to have that cleared up be-
fore consent was given.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Indiana?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr.
Woob, Mr. CrRaAMTON, Mr. WasoN, Mr. Byrns, Mr. BUCHANAN.

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the further consideration of the
bill H. R. 14675, the Interior Department appropriation bill.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the Interior Department appropriation bill,
with Mr. CHiNDBLOM in the chair.

The Clerk read as follows:

For the support of the Osage Agency, and for necessary expenses
in connection with oil and gas production on the Reserva-
tion, Okla., including pay of necessary employees, the tribal attor-
ney and his stenographer, one special attorney in tax and other
matters, and pay of tribal officers; repairs to buildings, rent of
quarters for employees, traveling expenses, printing, telegraphing
and telephoning, and purchase, repair, and operation of auto-
mobiles, $259,000, payable from funds held by the United States
in trust for the Osage Tribe of Indians in Oklahoma.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. For many years the superintendent of the Osage
Agency has been Mr. J. George Wright. He is one of the
outstanding figures of the Indian field service. Since so
many people have the impression that there is nothing but
graft in the administration of Indian affairs in the field, I
rise to remind the House that such is not the case and to
cite the unspotted record which has been made by J. George
Wright in handling the millions of dollars that he has for
the Osage Indians.

After a very notable record in the Indian Service Mr.
Wright, at the age of 71, is about to be retired. In my work
I have had contact with him and his work and have come
to entertain the very highest regard for both. He has
always been zealous for the interests of the Indians and
effective in protecting them.

I am pleased to quote the following high tribute from an
editorial in one of Oklahoma’s leading newspapers, the
Tulsa World:

Successive generations of politicians and grafters have surged
against .T; George Wright, superintendent of the Osage Indian

ncy. L
Ag).?‘rotyn a high hill in Pawhuska, Wright has administered Osage
affairs for many years. His service began when the tribe was com-
paratively poor and when oil development was only partial; he
remained through "the gusher period when the wealth of the
Osages rose to the greatest height ever attained by any tribe or
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people; he remained h the inevitable decline and to a time
when the superintendency 1s very much more a routine and com-
monplace job than it has been for a quarter of a century. How
many millions of dollars he has handled without a taint, how
many schemes for wresting Osage wealth from the Osages he has
baffled, how many Indians he has forced to save money and build
homes, how many fine schemes for diversion he has stopped, how
many high-powered salesmen and promoters he has scotched, we
do not know. The number of cases is not so important as the fact
that one principle—the welfare of the Osages—was continuous
and effective. It is a matter of common knowledge that Wright
has filled his job with conspicuous fidelity and unvarying honesty
and ability. He ruled from a high hill physically, and his outlook,
morally and intellectually, was likewise elevated above the clamor
of his time.

Many have complained against Wright’s management. Many
of us have thought he was too unbending and zealous, but none
have questioned his intentions or his honesty or infelligence.
Politicians have repeatedly tried to have him removed to some
less important sector of the financial vineyard, and they almost
succeeded occasionally. * * * In the hearing in Washington
Congressmen Hastings, of Oklahoma, and CramTON, of Michigan,
said all that is necessary to be said at Washington; they made it
perfectly clear why the demand for Wright's scalp is unremitting.
These are men who know the facts.

¢ * * ‘Wright's deafness; that seems to be one of the main
pretexts for refusing to continue him at Pawhuska. Everybody
knows Wright is rather deaf, and he has been so for many years.
It has never inferfered with his eyesight or his brain or his con-
science, and he seems to have heard almost everything worth
while. The instance is reminiscent of Lincoln's alleged reply to
the people who told him about Grant's drinking; he wanted to
send a barrel of whisky to each of his generals. The Wright style
of deafness is often a good thing in the public service.

- L] -

It is rather apparent the Secretary of the Interior does not un-
derstand the entire situation. It is evident the bureau chief
does not know at first hand the facts of the situation in the Osage
country. It is evident the small item of reputed deafness—an
affliction of many years' stan hs in the bureau the
facts of distinguished probity and worth and of exceptional

of a most difficult matter. The Osage problem, long
acute and aggravated by great wealth, is not helped.

The matter of Mr. Wright’s retirement came up in the
course of the hearings in connection with this item for ap-
propriation of Osage funds, and the following discussion
resulted:

Mr. HastinGgs. With reference to that item, let me ask the com-
missioner this question: The expenses with reference to the Osage
Agency, the supervision of their oil and every payment of their

nses is out of the Osage funds?

Mr. Dopp. That is correct.

Mr. HasTivgs. The tribal council down there have asked for an

superintendent. .
Mr. Ruoaps. Yes, sir; and that was granted for one year.
Mr. Hastings. 1 have understood that the department has in-
dicated its unwillingness further to extend thaft time?
Mr. Ruoans. Yes, sir,
Mr. Hastings. I am not going to insist, Mr. Commissioner, but

to this in after years, I predict

that you are courting grief in the change of this superintendent.
This in Service about 40 years, and is
In my judgment, he is one
difficult
he

:

they are not in my district—but I have understood that the Osage
Council has petitioned and fmplored, and done everythin® they
could, to get this man continued another year. >

It is true he'is beyond the retirement age, but he is physically
strong and alert and active and with a splendid record, and I just
want to say as much for the record here, so that I can have the
satisfaction of calling it to your attention in the years to come,
after you have made the mistake.

Mr. MurrHY. Do you contemplate replacing this man that Mr.
Hastinegs has spoken about?

Mr. RHoADs. Yes, sir. As Mr. HasTIiNGs says, he is beyond the
retirement age and we have extended it one year -

Mr. MurrHY. What age is that?

Mr. RHi . He is past T0—in his seventy-first or seventy-second
year.
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Mr. MurrEY. But quite capable of attending to the work?

Mr, RHOADS. His disability is advanced.

Mr. MurrrY. We, on the hill, at the last session of Congress,
extended about four or five employees about the Capitol here in-
definitely, as long as they are physically fit to continue in the
service. We felt—and every Member of the House, Democrat and
Republican alike, voted for it—that as long as Andy Smith and
four others were physically able to continue to do the work they
would be continued in the service.

In view of the statement of Mr. Hastings with reference to the
desire of these Indians fo keep the services of this man, would not
you think that it would be a very good psychology for the Indian
Bureau to continue the services of this man, even though he may
have a little defect?

Mr. Ruoaps. It is more than a little defect, Mr. MurrHY. The
case has been given, I think, a great deal of consideration by every-
body in the bureau, including the Secretary’s personal attention,
and he was granted one year's extension last year.

Mr. CraMTON., What is the law? How long can you extend it?

Mr, Boniew. Up to four years. After that it is compulsory.

Mr. MorrrY. Would it not be good psychology to give him all
the extension you can? I am making these statements in view of
what Mr. Hastings has to the committee and to the
bureau in the presence the commitiee in reference to this par-

ticular case.
Mr. BurLEw. The very fact, as Mr. HasTings has sald, that it is
is the reason

one of the most important jobs in the Indian Service

that the is on Mr. Wright. The com-
missioner urged his retention for the year, and acquiesced in his
retirement. But Mr. Wright is physically unable to know all that
is going on around him.

Mr, CramrToN,. I will guarantee he will know more about the
situation and as fo what is going on around the house, with
both ears plugged up, than any man you can send there.

Mr. BurrLew. That may be—

Mr. CramTON. Whom have you in sight?

Mr. BurrEw. Nobody

Mr. CramTON. Had you not better keep him there until you are
able to fill the position?

Mr. Hastings. Mr. Wright has had a slight deafness and it has
grown for the last 10 or 15 years, but I do not think it interferes
with the performance of his work.

Mr. CramroN. These Indians, with the experience of the past,
want this man. The more they have the more grafters
there are to separate them from the money. This man has
rendered a service that entitles him to the greatest consideration.

Mr. Wright has passed the refirement age and his retire-
ment has been deferred one year. Notwithstanding the
representations thus made by the gentleman from Okla-
homa and others of the subcommittee, the Secretary of the
Interior has definitely declined to consider a further exten-
sion. That is within his responsibility and his jurisdiction,
and I have no desire to criticize his action. I am sure he is
exercising his discretion in accordance with his own best
judgment. I will only submit the hope that he succeeds in
naming a successor to J. George Wright who measures up
to his predecessor. If he does that no one will ever have
reason to complain.

I have risen to-day to pay tribute to a public servant,
a long-time official of the Indian Service, who has always
done his duty, who has rendered conspicuous service in the
field of peace. As he steps into retirement he should know
he carries with him the appreciation of all good Americans.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, the Osage Indian Tribe
consists of 2,229 members. They occupy one county in Ok-
lahoma. They are known to be the richest tribe of Indians
in the world. They had approximately 1,500,000 acres of
land to allot. The allotment act provided for the allotment
of the surface of this land and the retention of the oil
rights to the tribe. As a result, from time to time the
oil rights have been leased, and the bonus and royalties
have gone to the tribe and is then divided into 2,229 parts.
The production and the price of oil have both fallen off
within the past year or two so that the amount each mem-
ber of the tribe receives has fallen off somewhat during
the current year. They have each received as high as
$12,000 a year from the bonus and the royalfies,

As has been well said by the chairman of the subcommit-
tee having this bill in charge, for a number of years Mr.
J. George Wright has been superintendent of this agency.
I think there is no more difficult position to fill in the
entire Indian Service than this particular ageney. He has,
however, reached the retirement age. The time has been
extended for one year. I endeavored to induce the depart-
ment to extend if still further. I think there is no better
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record made in the Indian Service, and I doubt if there is
any better record made in any other branch of the service
of the Government of the United States than that which has
been made by Mr. Wright, the present superintendent. It
is complained that he has a slight deafness. He is strong,
he is vigorous, he is diligent, he is honest, he is courageous,
and he is dependable. The Osage Indians petitioned the
department to continue his services for another year. By
reference to this bill it will be seen that the entire expenses
of the administration of the Osages is taken ouf of their
funds, and the item here is for $259,000. As I had occasion
to say before the committee, I deeply regret that favorable
action was not taken by the department on the petition to
continue the services of this superintendent for another
year. I expressed then to the department that I believed

they would find a mistake had been made when they place

another man in charge of that agency who is not so fa-
miliar with all conditions there as is Mr. Wright. I thank
the chairman of the subcommittee for the complimentary
reference to Mr. Wright. His record justifies it, and I take
this moment of the House to concur in what he said and
to commend Mr. Wright and to say in conclusion that as
he leaves the service, he leaves it with an unstained record.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma
amendment is withdrawn, and the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Appropriations herein made for road work and other physical
improvements in the Indian Service shall be immediately available.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word, in order to invite the attention of the chairman
of the subcommittee to the language on page 71, in the
first three lines, and ask his interpretation of the words
“ other physical improvements,” as to whether or not they
have reference to all of the improvements made at the vari-
ous Indian schools throughout the country?

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I am very clear that that
language would make immediately available any item in the
bill for construction purposes, whether it is a fence or a
building or any other construction work. It covers any con-
struction work appropriated for in the Indian portion of
the bill.

Mr. HASTINGS. Let me ask the gentleman with refer-
ence to these various improvements at the schools. There
are a number of schools, and provision is made for dormi-
tories, heating plants, and other buildings in connection
with boarding schools. Would the language of the bill make
this money immediately available for these purposes?

Mr. CRAMTON. Clearly it would.

Mr. HASTINGS. I want to make it clear that that is the
intention of Congress.

Mr. CRAMTON. That is the intention of our committee.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma
amendment will be withdrawn. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

For all expenditures authorized by the act of June 17, 1902 (32
Stat. p. 388), and acts amendatory thereof or supplementary
thereto, known as the reclamation law, and all other acts under
which expenditures from said fund are authorized, including not
to exceed £178,000 for personal services and $27,000 for other ex-
penses in the office of the chief engineer, $25,000 for telegraph,
telephone, and other communication service, $7,000 for photo-
graphing and making photographic prints, $54,000 for personal
services, and $12,000 for other expenses in the field legal offices;
examination of estimates for appropriations in the field; refunds
of overcollections and deposits for other purposes; not to exceed
$20,000 for lithographing, engraving, printing, and binding; pur-
chase of ice; purchase of rubber boots for official use by employees;
maintenance and operation of horse-drawn and motor-propelled
passenger-carrying vehicles; not to exceed $40,000 for purchase and
exchange of horse-drawn and motor-propelled passenger-carrying
vehicles; packing, crating, and transportation (including drayage)
of personal effects of employees upon permanent change of station,
under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior;
payment of damages caused to the owners of lands or other private
property of any kind by reason of the operations of the United
States, its officers or employees, in the survey, construction, oper-
ation, or maintenance of irrigation works, and which may be
compromised by agreement between the claimant and the Becre-
tary of the Interior, or such officers as he may designate; payment
for official telephone service in the fleld hereafter incurred in case
of official telephones installed in private houses when authorized
under regulations established by the Secretary of the Interior;
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not to exceed $1,000 for expenses, except membership fees, of
attendance, when authorized by the Secretary, upon meetings of
technical and professional societies required in connection with
official work of the bureau; payment of rewards, when specifically
authorized by the Secretary of the Interior, for information lead-
ing to the apprehension and conviction of persons found guilty of
the theft, damage, or destruction of public property: Provided,
That no part of said appropriations may be used for maintenance
of headquarters for the Bureau of Reclamation outside the District
of Columbia except for an office for the chief engineer and staff
and for certain field officers of the division of reclamation eco-
nomics: Provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior, in
his administration of the Bureau of Reclamation, is authorized to
contract for medical attention and service for employees and to
make necessary pay-roll deductions agreed to by the employees
therefor: Provided further, That no part of any sum provided for
in this act for operation and maintenance of any project or
division of a project by the Bureau of Reclamation shall be used
for the irrigation of any lands within the boundaries of an irriga-
tion district which has contracted with the Bureau of Reclamation
and which is in arrears for more than 12 months in the payment
of any charges due the United States, and no part of any sum
provided for in this act for such purpose shall be used for the
irrigation of any lands which have contracted with the Bureau of
Reclamation and which are in arrears for more than 12 months
f‘?.ntat:;: payment of any charges due from said lands to the United

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of
order on the paragraph. What authority in law is there for
lines 22 and 23 on page T3?—

Except for an office for the chief engineer and staff and for
certain field officers of the division of reclamation economics.

Mr. CRAMTON. So far as I know, if you will omit the
entire proviso, lines 19 to 23—

That no part of said appropriations may be used for mainte-
nance of headquarters for the Bureau of Reclamation outside the
District of Columbia except for an office for the chief engineer and
staff and for certain field officers of the division of reclamation
economics—
then the Bureau of Reclamation could remove its entire
headquarters to the field and close its offices here in Wash-
ington.

Mr. BLANTON. Under what law could it do that?

Mr. CRAMTON. They are given instructions to carry on
the work, and I know of no law that says that they must do
any part of it in Washington.

Mr. BLANTON. Is it not a fact that the very purpose
and intention of this entire proviso is to provide authority
for them to establish offices away from Washington for the
different engineer and field officers?

Mr. CRAMTON. Absolutely not., If the gentleman will
permit me, I will tell him the purpose. I know of no law
that requires them to maintain any part of their head-
quarters in Washington or any other particular place. A
few years ago we found that they proposed to remove prac-
tically all of their principal offices to Denver. That did
not appeal to our committee as desirable. It might be that
Congress would want some information about a certain proj-
ect and the papers were always out in Denver, and as a
result our committee several years ago put in this proviso so
as to prevent moving their offices, largely, to Denver. We
did make an exception at their insistence in the office of the
chief engineer, and later this division of reclamation eco-
nomics, it being urged by them that the various projects in
the field were so much more accessible from Denver than
from Washington that a great deal of money in travel
expense would be saved and increased efficiency would re-
sult. But I make the direct statement of my own knowl-
edge that the purpose and effect of the item has been and is
not to authorize them to take these named offices to Denver
but to prevent their moving more.

Mr. BLANTON, But the gentleman, through his com-
mittee, does use the broad language of authorizing “ certain
fleld officers,” without any limitation; and “certain field
officers ” may mean the entire corps, the number of which
we do not know at this time.

Mr. CRAMTON. Without this language there would be
no limit on the number they could move to Denver.

Mr. BLANTON. Well, I doubt that very seriously, because
if this bureau could do if, every other bureau in the Govern-
ment could move their headquarters out to San Francisco or
Seattle or any ptace they wanted to.
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Mr. CRAMTON. Any bureau of the Government that has
been created by law, that does not require them to maintain
headquarters in Washington, could move its headquarters
from the Capital City, of course.

Mr. BLANTON. But the general enabling act for all of
the departments requires them to keep their offices in Wash-
ington.

Mr. CRAMTON. Well, that is a question.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will my colleague yield?

Mr. CRAMTON. I yield.

Mr. STAFFORD. Has the chairman of the committee
any information as to how extensive the division of recla-
mation economics is?

Mr. CRAMTON. It is not anywhere nearly as large as
the engineering office.

Mr. STAFFORD. It is a very small division of the Rec-
lamation Service?

Mr. CRAMTON. It is a very small division of the Recla-
mation Service.

Mr. BLANTON. But, how many officials could be in-
cluded in this language of “ certain field officers ”?

Mr. CRAMTON. It is “certain field officers of the divi-
sion of reclamation economics.”

Mr. BLANTON. How many officers could be included in
that language?

" Mr. CRAMTON. It is not a large number, 10 or 12.

Mr. BLANTON. I think the language is clearly subject to
a point of order, but, with that explanation, I shall not make
the point of order. I withdraw the reservation of the point
of order, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word.

Information I believe would be received with interest by
the committee as to the status of these various projects to
which the Government contributes its share which are in
default. Under the proviso found on page T4 the appropri-
ation is limited to any project that has not been in default
for more than 12 months in the payment of their charges.
Can the gentleman from Michigan give a general statement
as to what the status of payment on these reclamation
projects is?

Mr. CRAMTON. As I remember, 96 per cent plus of the
money due for construction is paid at this time. Ninety-
eight per cent plus of the money due for operation and
maintenance has been paid at this time. That is an approx-
imate figure and is approximately correct.

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman’s statement, I assume,
also refers to the irrigation fund, in the second paragraph
following, where you restrict the payment of funds to con-
tractors who have not made their share of payment under
the law?

Mr. CRAMTON. That is a different proposition. I may
say, however, while that statement I have just made is a
very encouraging statement as to percentage, that comes in
part from action which Congress fook in the adjustment act
in making extensions, and so forth. There are certain pay-
ments that should have been made and are being withheld
that run into enough money, so that the construction pro-
gram of the Bureau of Reclamation, not for new projects to
be undertaken but for the projects now under construction,
is imperiled. In other words, the West, that is to be bene-
fited, through their failure to pay what they owe, is now
impeding the construction program of projects now under
way.

Since 1927 the Reclamation Bureau has been carrying out
a construction program, the principal purpose of which was
to complete, within the next 10 years, projects only partly
developed. At that time it was anticipated that oil revenues
would provide a large part of the money, as the income from
oil royalties had for several years varied from $3,500,000 to
$6,500,000. These have diminished until, in 1929, this in-
come was only $1,800,000.

During this year and last year the crop incomes from
reclamation projects have suffered from low prices. As a
result the appropriations for construction have exceeded the
income to meet those appropriations until now they are
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faced with a situation where they must have a supplemental
income from some other source, or suspend all new construc-
tion on works for which plans and estimates have been pre-
pared and appropriations made.

During recent months conditions have prevented pay-
ments to the fund, which had been confidently anticipated.
This is because of low prices of crops or because of read-
justments in contract obligations. These payments will be
ultimately made, but the net result is a temporary loss of
income amounting to $3,500,000, as follows:

Salt River project, Arizona -=-- $1,900, 000
Yuma project, Arizona-California_ . . ... . 500, 000
Uncompahgre project, Colorado oo ot 200, 000
North Platte project, Nebraska-Wyoming.__________... 250, 000
Rio Grande project, New Mexico-Texas__ . - .. 350, 000
Yakima project, Washington_ 200, 000
Other projects 100, 000

Mr. STAFFORD. 'As to the projects to which the gentle-
man refers, are they under the so-called Carey Aci?

Mr. CRAMTON. No. What I am speaking of now is on
the general reclamation projects.

Mr. STAFFORD. The statement which the gentleman
made, that 96 per cent were meeting their obligations, while
technically true is only true in the sense that the Govern-
ment has postponed the payment of the necessary charges
until a future date?

Mr. CRAMTON. That had its effect.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro
forma amendment.

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

The Clerk read as follows:

Minidoka project, Idaho: For operation and maintenance, re-
served work, $20,000; continuation of construction gravity exten-
sion unmit, 8250,000, together with the unexpended balance of the
appropriation for this purpose for the fiscal year 1831; for cleaning
up Jackson Lake Reservoir in Wyoming, in cooperation with the
National Park Service, $50,000, either by direct expenditure or by
transfer to the National Park Service to be available until ex-
pended: Provided, That the expenditure from the reclamation
fund for such clean-up shall not be charged as a part of the con-
struction or operation and maintenance cost payable by the water
users under the project, but shall beé offset and recouped from
revenues from the rentals of storage from the reservoir: Provided
further, That not to exceed $50,000 from the power revenues shall
be available during the fiscal year 1932, for the operation of the
commercial system; and not to exceed $125,000 from power reve-
nues shall be available during the fiscal year 1932 for continuation
of construction, south side division; in all, $329,000.

Mr. ARENTZ. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. Anyone who lives in the West knows that water
is one of the most precious things on the public domain.
There are several projects now being constructed which will
control water passing through Indian reservations, and the
thought I have to-day is this: In the district in which I
live there is the Walker irrigation district, the Pyramid
Lake Indian Reservation, and the Walker Indian Reserva-
tion, all of which were entitled, according to the Depart-
ment of Justice, to a certain amount of water. Suits have
been carried on against the white settlers for a matter of
10 years to fake away from the white settlers the water
which they filed on and which would ultimately deprive the
Indians of water for the land that some day will be put
under cultivation. All of these projects are under way, and
on one in particular, the Owyhee project, in Oregon, there
is an Indian reservation 100 miles or so up the river. In
discussing the matter of where this reservation would obtain
its water in future years I was told that when the Owyhee
project is completed all the water of that river will be for
the settlers who will take up land on the Owyhee project.
I wonder if it is not true that either the Indian Service
or the Department of Justice is sleeping on its rights. If
they can begin suits against the white settlers who have
used the water for 50 or 60 years and which is now claimed
to belong to the Indians on the reservation for the use of
land which will not be put under cultivation for many
years, what will be the situation 10 or 15 years from now,
or next year, when the Indians on the Owyhee River, in
Duck Creek Valley, apply for water storage? Will the Fed-
eral Government sue itself for the water they have used and
which they can not take back from the settlers on the
Owyhee project?
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It is'a very interesting question which must receive the
attention of not only the Bureau of Indian Affairs but the
Department of Justice and by the Secretary of the Interior,
because they are going to have to meet this question sooner
or later. The Indians upon the Duck Valley Reservation in
northern Elko County, Nev., *sooner or later will require
water for the land allotted to them in good faith by the
Federal Government. Since the Government has put the
white settlers on the Walker River to great expense by suits
instituted years ago for the adjudication of water rights
acquired by these settlers more than 70 years ago, it seems to
me no more than an act of justice to both the Indians and
whites at the Owyhee River to designate now when it can
be done without cost to either party, the relative rights of
whites who may hereafter settle on the Owyhee project and
the Indians on the Duck Valley Reservation.

I take this occasion to draw this matter to the attention
of the Secretary of the Interior, the Attorney General, and
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman
was addressing his inquiry to me. The particular situation
which the gentleman speaks about has been discussed, but
it is a year or so since I have had any contact with it, so I
can not speak at all of that situation. I kanow it has had
consideration by the Indian Bureau, and I think by the
Department of Justice.

My thought is this—although my views may not be of any
value or weight whatever—that when we build the Owyhee
project we build a dam, and if we have a legal right there
so far as the immediate property is concerned, the reservoir
site, we can build the dam. We will then impound the
water and in that way we will be attempting to render a
service in certain reclamation districts and to some land,
the greater part of which is already in private ownership.
I do not believe the action of the Government in building
that reservoir and those canals is intended to or does in any
way constitute a division of the rights in that watershed and
any rights the Indians have as to water they will retain and
will be able to enforce as against the Owyhee project. Of
course, we must keep in mind the Supreme Court, which
went so far in upholding the right of Indians to water as to
hold, as I understand, that they can not be held to have
slept on their rights, that the rights which they once had
they still retain as against the whites, and that will be true
as against the Owyhee project.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from
Nevada has expired.

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sun River project, Montana: The unexpended balance of the
appropriation for continuation of construction for the fiscal year
1631 shall remain avallable for the fiscal year 1932, for the purposes
for which originally appropriated and for drainage construction.

Mr. O'CONNELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. I want to say to my friend from Michigan that I
have offered the pro forma motion for the purpose of say-
ing to the gentleman from Montana [Mr. Leavitr] that I
desire to congratulate him upon being one of the real lead-
ers of the House, and upon the fact that he is able to get
such splendid appropriations for Montana, the State he so
conspicuously represents in the Congress of the United
States. He is a real champion for the people of his State.

Mr. LEAVITT. I thank the gentleman.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I believe the Clerk is
now reading from page 77.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman rise in opposition
to the pro forma amendment?

Mr, STAFFORD. Yes. I rise in opposition to anything
so I may get recognition.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for that
purpose.

Mr. STAFFORD. I wish to direct an inquiry as to the
status of the Rio Grande project. We are appropriating in
this bill $475,000. How much have we appropriated hereto-
fore, and how much will be required before the project is
completed? There has been some discussion in years back
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as fto this great project on the Rio Grande in which, I be-
lieve, the Government of Mexico has some interest.

Mr. CRAMTON. This project has been building since
1905 and we spent up to the 30th of last June, $13,200,000.
There was a small charge-off there of $296,000. The amount
of construction yet to be carried on, as I understand, is not
large. I do not have the figures at hand, but the project is
substantially completed. Of the amount carried here, $30,-
000 is for certain permanent improvement on the Elephant
Butte district, but the greater amount, $70,000, is for a
drainage system.

Mr. STAFFORD. As I recall, a considerable part of this
work is now being utilized by the owners of lands in that
district.

Mr. CRAMTON. Oh, yes. This isone of the very success-
ful projects; they have made a very good showing and there
is a large acreage under cultivation. The gentleman will
notice that last season the bureau was prepared fo furnish
water to 144,200 acres; the actual irrigation in 1929 was
139,775, so practically all the land under water is used.

Mr. STAFFORD. While I am on my feet, I will direct
attention to the Yakima project, for which we are appro-
priating nearly $800,000, the item being found on page 79,
lines 16 to 21. Will that amount complete the project? I
assume not.

Mr. CRAMTON. The gentleman will note that the new
appropriation is only for operation and maintenance. There
is a reappropriation of certain items from last year. Part
of that is held up by the Cle Elum Reservoir until we can
find somebody who will agree to pay for it. Some of these
situations are complicated, and I will not endeavor to ex-
plain them, but there is a controversy there as to who shall
be responsible for that supplemental water-supply con-
struction.

Mr. STAFFORD. What will be the entire amount ex-
pended on that project with all of its divisions?

Mr. CRAMTON. The expenditures up to date are some-
what over $6,000,000, and that very largely completes the
project, outside, I understand, of this Cle Elum Reservoir,
which is to be above $1,000,000.

I want to retract that statement. There is a very large
program for eventual extension of the project that runs as
high as $23,000,000.

Mr. STAFFORD. While the gentleman is on the subject,
will the gentleman give the committee a statement as to
how much money will be required of the National Govern-
ment to complete all the projects now existent?
~ Mr. CRAMTON. I could only give the gentleman an cff-
hand statement. They had what they called a 10-year pro-
gram that Secretary Work planned. It was not authorized
by anybody else, but was a program that he worked out as
a 10-year program., This was to just about take care of the
projects that are now definitely decided upon. A 10-year
program would run somewhere around $10,000,000 a year, or
$100,000,000. This is not just accurate, but will give the
gentleman some picture of it. I am told now that because
of the slump in oil and the loss of revenue and the prospect
they can not expect that much, they will not be able to keep
to their 10-year program.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my opposi-
tion to the pro forma amendment.

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

The Clerk read as follows:

Rio Grande project, New Mexico-Texas: For cperation and
maintenance, $375,000; for continuation of construction, $100,000;
in all, $475,000: Provided, That the unexpended balance of the
appropriation for continuation of censtruction for the fiscal year
1931 shall remain available for the same purposes for the fiscal
year 1832,

Mr. COLTON. Mr. Chairman, I move fo strike out the
last word. I would like to ask the chairman of the com-
mittee a question regarding this item. As I understand it,
this project involves the use of an interstate or, rather, of
an international stream. 1Is the chairman advised whether
or not there has been any treaty negotiated agreeing upon
the use of this water?
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Mr. CRAMTON. It is my recollection that there was a
treaty. I know when I visifed" the project that was ex-
- plained to me, and I had the feeling then that we had been
overliberal in our concessions to Mexico, but I do not trust
my recollection to be sure as to whether there is a definite
treaty that completely disposes of the question or not.
Mr. COLTON. I am very much interested in this be-
cause the question of international rights in these streams
is of very great interest to us farther west, and there has
been some talk that the whole question is in process of
being negotiated. I am wondering if a treaty has already
been negotiated.
Mr. CRAMTON. I may say that I find Doctor Mead’s
statement in the hearing is that—
Under international treaty provisions 60,000 acre-feet of water

is delivered annually to the Republic of Mexico for the irrigation
of 25,000 acres in Juarez Valley.

Bo there definitely is a treaty.

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

The Clerk read as follows:

Boulder Canyon project: For the continuation of construction
of the Hoover Dam and incidental works in the main stream of
the Colorado River at Black Canyon to create a storage reservoir,
and of a complete plant and incidental structures sultable for
the fullest economic development of electrical energy from the
water discharged from such reservoir; to acquire by
in eminent domain, or otherwise, all lands, rights of way, and
other property necessary for such purposes; and for incidental op-
erations; as authorized by the Boulder Canyon project act, ap-
proved December 21, 1928 (U. 8. C., Supp. III, title 83, ch. 15A);
$15,000,000 to be immediately available and to remain available
uatil advanced to the Colorado River Dam fund, which amount
shall be available for personal services in the District of Columbia
and for all other objects of expenditure that are specified for
projects included in this act under the caption “Bureau of
Reclamation " without regard to the limitations of amounts
therein set forth: Provided, That of the amount hereby appro-
priated, not to exceed $50,000, reimbursable, shall be available for
investigation and reports as authorized by section 15 of the
Boulder Canyon project act.

Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I offer an
amendment,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arizona offers
an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. DoucrLas of Arizona: On page 83,
in line 20, after the word * available,” strike out all language
through and including the word * act,” in line 17 on page 84.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from
Arizona [Mr. Doucras] will permit, I would like to agree on
time for debate on this paragraph and all amendments
thereto, and if it is satisfactory I will ask unanimous con-
sent that all debate on this paragraph and all amendments
thereto close in 10 minutes, 5 minutes to the gentleman from
Arizona and 5 minutes in defense of the item.

Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, reserving the
right to object, what might now be said about the contracts
with which this item is associated under the provisions of
the Boulder Canyon project act has already very largely
been said, so whatever opposition I may have to this item
will not at this time be predicated upon those contracts. As
the gentleman recalls, there was considerable discussion of
these contracts last spring. I have now another ground on
which to base my opposition to this item, and I shall at-
tempt to conclude as rapidly as it is possible for me to con-
clude. I shall try to do it in five minutes, but it is possible I
may not be able to do it in five minutes.

Mr. CRAMTON. Then I will make my request that the
time be 20 minutes. I recognize this is a matter of impor-
tance to the gentleman from Arizona. I do not want to cut
him off without a proper opportunity to present his case,
but at the same time we do want to finish the consideration
of the bill to-day. Does the gentleman think 10 minutes
would answer his purpose?

Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona. I am quite certain 10 minutes
would answer my purpose, but may I state it in this way,
subject, of course, to the approval of the gentleman, that
whatever time I occupy in arguing this particular amend-
ment be granted to the gentleman also, or to anyone to
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whom theé gentleman may elect to yield time, in equal
amount?

Mr. CRAMTON. Then I make the request, Mr. Chair-
man, that debate on this paragraph and all amendments
thereto be limited to 20 minutes, and it is my thought that
t.LE; gentleman from Arizona-swill have 10 minutes of that

e.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks
unanimous consent that all debate on this paragraph and
all amendments thereto close in 20 minutes. Is there ob-
jection?

There was no objection.

Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona. Mr. Chairman——

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman wishes to continue
beyond five minutes, he will have to have unanimous consent.

Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona. I ask unanimous consent for
10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arizona asks
unanimous consent to proceed for 10 minutes. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen
of the committee, under the provisions of the Boulder
Canyon project act the Secretary of the Interior is required,
prior to the making of appropriations, to obtain contracts
for the sale of power and water which will insure revenue,
adequate in his judgment, to reimburse the United States for
certain expenditures incident to the construction of the
Boulder Canyon project.

Acting under the direction therein contained the Secretary
of the Interior negotiated and executed three contracts.
One was with the Department of Water and Power of the
City of Los Angeles and the Southern California Edison Co.
for lease of generating equipment to be installed at the
project, and for the purchase of falling water with which
electrical energy might be developed.

The second was with the metropolitan water district for
the purchase of power. Under the provisions of that con-
tract the city of Los Angeles was made the generating agent
for the metropolitan water district. The third contract was
with the metropolitan water district for the sale of water,

It was pointed out when the item for the construction of
the Boulder Canyon project was included in the last defi-
ciency bill that the city of Los Angeles was not bound by the
terms of the confract with its department of water and
power, that it had not submitted the contract to the quali-
fied electors of the city of Los Angeles, and that therefore,
because of the provisions of the constitution of California,
it was not a party to the contract, could not be sued, that
the United States could not attach its property, and, further,
that the United States could not mandamus the city of Los
Angeles to levy a special tax with which the obligations
sought to be imposed under the contract might be met.

It was pointed out that the department of water and
power of the city was irresponsible financially, that it did
not then have the necessary financial strength to meet the
obligation sought to be imposed, and that from its normal
operations it could not in eight years accumulate resources
to meet those obligations.

It was shown that the Department of Water and Power of
the City of Los Angeles owns no property which may be
attached by the United States in the event of default. It
was pointed out that the department of water and power
had no authority to tax and that therefore it could not be
mandamused by the United States to levy a tax to provide
the funds with which the obligations might be paid.

It was pointed out that the contract with the Department
of Water and Power of the City of Los Angeles and the South-
ern California Edison Co. was therefore invalid and non-
enforceable. It was pointed out that the validity of the con-
tract with the metropolitan water district for power was
contingent on the validity of the contract with the depart-
ment of water and power of the city and that since the latter
contract was invalid it followed that the contract with the
metropolitan water district was likewise invalid.
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It was pointed out and admitted by the Secretary of the
Interior that the contract for the purchase of water was
Jnerely an option granting the right to the metropolitan
water district to take and pay for water whenever at its
election it chose to do so, but binding it to take and pay for
nothing.

Since last spring when this ifem was discussed in the
House and before the Committee on Appropriations the
situation relative to the validity of these contracts has not
changed. The city has taken no steps whatever to be bound
under #he contract; it has not submitted it to the qualified
electors for their consent. There has been no election. It
is therefore as free from the obligations of the contract now

it was then. The department of water and power of the

ity has made no provision to provide funds to meet the lia-
bilities imposed. It is therefore as irresponsible to-day as
it was then.

Nor has the metropolitan water district taken steps to
provide the necessary financial resources to meet the obliga-
tions sought to be imposed upon it. The contract with re-
spect to it is therefore as invalid as it was last spring. With
respect of these contracts, each and everyone of them, there-
fore, is as nonenforceable and as invalid at this time as they
were when the Congress appropriated the first item for the
construction of the Boulder Canyon project, and it is just as
speculative to-day that revenues will flow from those con-
tracts as it was then.

There is, however, one respect in which the situation per-
taining to Boulder Dam has changed. In October the State
of Arizona filed a complaint in the Supreme Court of the
United States against the remaining six States of the Colo-
rado River Basin and the Secretary of the Interior, in which
the validity of the entire Boulder Canyon project act is con-
tested. If is probable that the Supreme Court will hold that
the Boulder Canyon project act is repugnant to the Consti-
tution of the United States and that the project authorized
to be constructed therein can not as a matter of fact be
constructed. It would be foolish, however, for any Member
of Congress to prejudge the case now pending in the Su-
preme Court of the United States. I appreciate that the
gentleman from California [Mr. Swing] will rise and declare
that on the 12th of January or thereafter the court will
dismiss the case, and yet I repeat that no Member of this
House is justified in prophesying the action of the Supreme
Court.

Mr. O'CONNELL. Has the case been argued yet?

Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona. The answer is to be filed on
the 12th day of January. The case is an important one,
because, among other things, it strikes at the very funda-
mentals of the water law of the West, and no man can say
that the court either will or will not dismiss it; that the
court will or will not declare the act to be repugnant to the
Constitution of the United States. Yet in the face of this
pending litigation, in the face—and at least the gentleman
from California will agree with me in this—of the possibility
that the Supreme Court will declare the Boulder Canyon
act to be invalid, thert is carried in this bill an item of
$15,000,000.

We are suffering in this country to-day from an industrial
depression of the first magnitude, from unemployment and
suffering and poverty. We come to Congress seeking, as
one of the methods by which this condition may be relieved,
appropriations of money for immediate expenditure, so that
men now out of work may be employed in the construction
of roads and buildings and public structures, with respect
to the construction of which no one raises the queston of
their constitutionality. As a result of such appropriations
which we have in the past made and which doubtless we will
make in the future, the cost of Government is continually
mounting. Yet in spite of the mounting cost of Govern-
ment, and in spite of the urgent necessity for appropriating
money for immediate expenditure to employ men, we find
in this act an item of $15,000,000 which may never be ex-
pended, or which, if it may be expended, may be tied up
for several years by the courts of the United States, so that
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it ean not be made available presently to relieve the existing
condition.

I urge that this item be stricken from the bill; that the
$15,000,000 herein appropriated for the construction of a
project which may never be constructed be saved for imme-
diate expenditure on projects where men now out of em-
ployment may find it.

The complaint of the State of Arizona is as follows:

IN THE SuPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES, OCcTrOoBER TERM, 1930

STATE OF ARIZONA, COMPLAINANT, ¥. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, STATE OF
NEVADA, STATE OF UTAH, STATE OF NEW MEXICO, STATE OF COLORADO,
STATE OF WYOMING, AND RAY LYMAN WILBUR, SECRETARY OF THE
INTERIOR, DEFENDANTS

Motion jor leave to file bill of complaint

The State of Arizona, appearing by its attorney general, respect-
fully moves and prays the court for leave to file its bill of com-
plaint herewith submitted.

K. BErRRY PETERSON
Attorney General of the State of Aﬁzom
Solicitor for Complainant.

Dean G. ACHESON,
CLIFTON MATHEWS,
0Of Counsel.
Bill of complaint

The State of Arizona, appearing by its attorney general, by leave
of court files this its bill of complaint and respectfully alleges:

I

The State of Arizona, complainant herein, and the States of
California, Nevada, Utah, New Mexico, Colorado, and Wyoming, de-
fendants herein, are States of the Union, duly admitted thereto,
and exercising equal sovereignty with the original and all other
States of the Union. Defendant Ray Lyman Wilbur is the Secre-
tary of the Interior of the United States and is a citizen of the
State of California. 3

The Colorado River rises in Colorado and flows in Colorado for
a distance of 245 miles, thence in Utah for a distance of 285
miles, thence in Arizona for a distance of 292 miles, thence on
the boundary between Arizona and Nevada for a distance of 145
miles, thence on the boundary between Arizona and California
for a distance of 235 miles, thence on the boundary between Ari-
zona and Mexico for a distapce of 16 miles, thence in Mexico
for a distance of 75 miles, and there enters the Gulf of California.
Said river has a total length of 1,293 miles, of which 688 miles
are in Arizona or on the boundary thereof. Lees Ferry is a point
in the Colorado River 23 miles below the point where said river
enters Arizona from Utah. Black Canyon is a point in said river
355 miles below Lees Ferry, and is in that part of said river which
forms the boundary between Arizona and Nevada. Sald river
attains its greatest average annual flow at Black Canyon. Laguna
Dam is a diversion dam in saild river 276 miles below Black Can-
yon, and is in that part of said river which forms the boundary
between Arizona and California. Said Laguna Dam is 13 miles
above the city of Yuma and 18 miles above the point where said
river becomes the boundary between Arizona and Mexico.

oI

The principal tributaries of the Colorado River are the Gunnison
River, which rises in Colorado and flows in Colorado for a dis-
tance of 160 miles, and there enters the Colorado River; the Green
River, which rises in Wyoming and flows in Wyoming for a dis-
tance of 246 miles, thence in Utah for a distance of 56 miles,
thence in Colorado for a distance of 35 miles, thence in Utah for
a distance of 272 miles, and there enters the Colorado River; the
San Juan River, which rises in Colorado and flows in Colorado
for a distance of 61 miles, thence in New Mexico for a distance of
110 miles, thence in Utah for a distance of 130 miles, and there
enters the Colorado River; the Little Colorado River, which rises
in Arizona and flows in Arizona for a distance of 268 miles, and
there enters the Colorado River; the Vixgin River, which rises in
Utah and flows in Utah for a distance of 83 miles, thence in Ari-
zona for a distance of 30 miles, thence in Nevada for a distance of
60 miles, and there enters the Colorado River; the Williams River,
which rises in Arizona and flows in Arizona for a distance of 132
miles, and there enters the Colorado River; and the Gila River,
which rises in New Mexico and flows in New Mexico for a distance
of 115 miles, thence in Arizona for a distance of 406 miles, and
there enters the Colorsdo River. The Gila River enters the Colo-
rado River 10 miles below Laguna Dam, 286 miles below Black
Canyon and 641 miles below Lees Ferry. The Williams River enters
the Colorado River between Laguna Dam and Black Canyon. The
Virgin River and the Little Colorado River enter the Colorado
River between Black Canyon and Lees Ferry. All the other tribu-
taries above mentioned enter the Colorado River above Lees Ferry.
Said tributaries have a total combined length of 2,164 miles, of
which 836 miles are in Arizona. No tributaries enter the Colorado
River from California, nor does California contribute any appre-
ciable quantity of water to said river.

v

The drainage basin of the Colorado River in the United States
has a total area of 240,000 square miles, of which 103,000 square
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miles are in Arizona, 4,000 square miles in California, 12,000 square
miles in Nevada, 40,000 square miles in Utah, 23,000 square miles
in New Mexico, 39,000 square miles in Colorado, and 19,000 square
miles in Wyoming. Approximately 43 per cent of the total area
of said basin is in Arizona and approximately 90 per cent of the
total area of Arizona is in said basin.

v

From the point where it enters Arizona to the point where it
enters Mexico the Colorado River has a fall of 3,230 feet, of which
2,200 feet occurs in Arizona, 650 feet on the boundary between
Arizona and Nevada, 350 feet on the between Arizona
and California, and 30 feet on the bo between Arizona and
Mexico. That part of the Colorado River which flows in Arizona
and on the boundary between Arizona and Nevada flows through
an almost continuous series of deep canyons, the walls of which
rise on each side of sald river fo a height varying from a few
hundred feet to more than 5,000 feet, because of which said river
in said canyon region is practically inaccessible. Throughout said
canyon region there are numerous rapids, cataracts, and other
natural obstructions, because of which, and because of the great
fall and rapid flow of said river, navigation thereof in Arizona
and on the boundary between Arizona and Nevada has always
been, and is now, utterly impossible.

VI

That part of the Colorado River which flows on the bo
between Arizona and California and between Arizona and Mexico
flows between comparatively low banks, is therefore easily acces-
sible, and is comparatively free from rapids and cataracts, but is
obstructed by numerous sand bars and is too shallow to permit of
navigation Said river carries great quantities of silt, which are
constantly being deposited within and upon the bed thereof, and
which, while so carried and after being so deposited, constitute a
further obstacle to the navigation of said river. Another obstacle
to the navigation of said river construction

the diversion of great qua.ntlt&ea of

irrigation and other
river has never been and t now a navigable river.

The total average flow of the Golomdo River and its tributaries
in the United States is 18,000,000 acre-feet of water annually. Of
sald total flow, 9,000,000 acre-feet were appropriated and put to
beneficial use in the United States prior to June 25, 1929, and sald
appropriated water has ever since been and is now being used and
consumed. Of sald appropriated water, 2,500,000 acre-feet are
diverted annually from the Colorado River above Lees Ferry and
from fributaries entering sald river above Lees Ferry, and are used
and consumed in Utah, New Mexico, Colorado, and Wyoming, and
6,500,000 acre-feet are diverted annually from said river below Lees
Ferry and from tributaries entering sald river below Lees Ferry,
and are used and consumed in Arizona, California, Nevada, and
New Mexico. Of the appropriated water so diverted below Lees
Ferry, 3,500,000 acre-feet are annually diverted, used, and con-
sumed in Arizona. Of the a ted water so diverted, used,
and consumed in Arizona, 2,900,000 acre-feet are diverted from the
Gila River and its tributaries. Of the total flow of the Colorado
River and its tributaries in the United States, 9,000,000 acre-feet
were on June 25, 1928, ever since have been, and are now wholly
unappropriated. All of said unaj ated water flows in Arizona
and on the boundary thereof; all of it is needed and can be put to
beneficial use in Arizona; and all of it is subject to appropriation
under the laws of Arizona. Of said unappropriated water, 8,000,000
acre-feet are flowing in the main stream of the Colorado River and
1,000,000 acre-feet in tributaries entering said river between Lees
Ferry and Laguna Dam. All of the water of the Gila River and its
tributaries was appropriated and put to beneficial use in Arizona
and New Mexico prior to June 25, 1929. There was not on said
date, nor has there since been, nor is there now, any unappro-
priated water in the Gila River or any of its tributaries. To
“ appropriate " water means to take and divert a specified quantity
thereof and put it to beneficial use in accordance with the laws of
the State where such water is found, and, by so deoing, to acquire,
under sald laws, a vested right to take and divert from the same
source, and to use and consume, the same quantity of water
annually forever, subject only to the rights of prior appropriators.
Such is the sense in which the word *“appropriate” and its
derivatives are used in this bill of complaint.

Vi

All land in the drainage basin of the Colorado River is arid in
character. In those parts of said basin which are susceptible of
frrigation the average annual rainfall i{s as follows: In Arizona
and California, less than 5 inches; in Nevada, 6 inches; in Wyo-
ming, 7 inches; in Utah and New Mexico, 8 inches; in Colorado,
10 inches. Throughout said basin, in order to grow crops of any
kind successfully, irrigation is necessary. Because of differences
in soll, climate, rainfall, length of growing season, and other con-
ditions the quantity of water required per acre varies in different
parts of said basin. The average quantity of water per acre re-
quired annually for the purpose of irrigation is as follows: In
Arizona and California, 4.5 acre-feet; in Nevada, 3 acre-feet; in
Utah, New Mexico, Colorado, and Wyoming, 1.5 acre-feet.

X
Because of the arid character of its land, irrigation is of the

utmost im: to the State of Arizona. During the past 20
years the population of sald State has increased from 204,000 to
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421,000, and the assessed valuation of taxable property in sald
State has increased from £83,769,000 to $714,945,000. A great part
of sald increase in population and wealth has resulted from the
constantly increasing use of brrigation in sald State, and the con-
sequent development of its agricultural land. The present welfare
and prosperity of said State are largely the result of irrigation,
and its future growth and progress are largely dependent upon the
reclamation and irrigation of additional land in said State. In
addition to the land now being firrigated, there are more than
2,000,000 acres of land in sald State which are not now irrigated,
but are susceptible of irrigation from the unappropriated water
of the Colorado River and its tributaries, and which can not be
frrigated by any other means or from any other source. All of
said land is extremely fertile and, when hﬂga‘bed. will be extremely
productive. More than 200,000 acres of said land are owned and
held by the State of Arizona. The irrigation of said land will
require all of the unappropriated water of the Colorado River and
its tributaries, aggregating 9,000,000 acre-feet annually, as afore-
said. BSaid land, although at present uncultivated and practically
uninhabited, will, when irrigated, be capable of supporting a
population of more than 500,000, and the irrigation of said land
will add greatly to the wealth and taxable resources of the State
of Arizona, and to the health, happiness, prosperity, and general
welfare of its inhabitants. Because of the expense of constructing.
maintaining, and operating the dams, reservoirs, canals, and other
works required for the hrrigation of said land, it will not be feasi-
ble to irrigate said land in small separate tracts, but it will be
necessary to combine such tracts into large projects, each project
being operated and administered as a single unit. The organiza-
tion of such projects and the construction, maintenance, and op-
eration of such dams, reservoirs, canals, and other works will
require financing on a large scale, which will be impossible unless
water for the irrigation of said land can be appropriated and
vested rights to the permanent use thereof acquired at or prior
to the time of constructing such works,

X

In that part of the Colorado River which ‘flows in Arizona and
on the boundary between Arizona and Nevada there are numerous
sites suitable for the construction, maintenance, and operation of
the dams and reservoirs required for the irrigation of the land
referred to in paragraph 9 hereof. One of said sites is at Black
Canyon, on the boundary between Arizona and Nevada. By utiliz-
ing said sites it would be possible and economically feasible to
store in reservoirs situated in Arizona, or partly in Arizona and
partly in Nevada, all of the water of the Colorado River, and to
make all of said water available for irrigation. Said dam sites and
reservoir sites are also suitable for the construction, maintenance,
and operation of plants for the generation of electric power irom
the water to be stored in such reservoirs. All the water of the
Colorado River fliowing past sald dam sites and reservoir sites. in-
cluding both the unappropriated water and water appropriated for
beneficial use below said sites, is subject to appropriation for the
generation of electric power at said sites. By the use of such
power plants and such stored water great quantities of electric
power could be generated and sold for use in Arizona and else-
where. The business and all property used in connection with tha
business of generating and selling such power would be subject to
taxation and would yield substantial revenues to the State of Ari-
zona, and the use of such power would add greatly to the weifare
and prosperity of said State and its inhabitants. For the reasors
aforesaid, the water of the Colorado River and the dam sites and
reservoir sites above referred to constitute the greatest natural
resource of the State of Arizona.

X1

Irrigation projects already formed and now in existence com-
prise more than 1,000,000 acres of the unirrigated but irrigable
land referred to in ph IX hereof. More than 100,000 acres
of the land in said irrigation projects are owned and held by the
State of Arizona. None of the land in said projects is now irri-
gated, but all of it is susceptible of irrigation. The irrigation of
said land is practicable and feasible at the present time, and
definite plans have been made for the* irrigation thereof. Such
irrigation will require 4,500,000 acre-feet annually of the unap-
propriated water now ﬂowing in the main stream of the Colorado
River. Permits for the appropriation of said wafer have been
granted by the State water commissioner of the State of Arizona.
In order to appropriate and use said water for the irrigation of
the land in said projects, it will be necessary to store sald water
by means of dams and reservoirs to be constructed and main-
tained in that part of the Colorado River which flows in Arizona
and on the boundary between Arizona and Nevada, and to utilize
for that p the dam sites and reservoir sites mentioned in
Paragraph X hereof. Said plans contempilate the construction
and use of such dams and reservoirs for the storage of the water
to be used in irrigating said lands. There have also been formed
and are now in existence certain power projects, whose purpose
is to ntmza said dam sites and reservoir sites for the generation
and sale of electric power. Definite plans have been made for
carrying out said purpose. The generation of said power will
require the construction, maintenance, and operation of dams,
reservoirs, and power plants at sald sites. Plans and specifica-
tions therefor have been submitted to and approved by the State
engineer of the State of Arizona. But for the passage of the
Boulder Canyon project act hereinafter referred to, the work of
constructing said dams and reservoirs for the irrigation of said
lands and for the generation of sald electric would long
since have commenced, and if sald act shall be held unconstitu=
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tional, as hereinafter prayed, said work will be immediately com-
menced and prosecuted to completion. Numerous persons and
corporations desire to engage in the business of storing and sell-
ing water, and in the business of generating and selling electric
power in Arizona, and to utilize said dam sites and reservoir
sites, including the one at Black Canyon, for that purpose. Said
businesses and the property used in connection therewith would
be subject to taxation and would yield substantial revenues to
the State of Arizona. o

The State of Arizona was admitted to the Union on February
14, 1912, Upon its admission to the Union said State acquired,
has ever since possessed and exercised, and now possesses and
exercises sovereign jurisdiction and control of all water within its
boundaries, including the water of the Colorado River and its
tributaries, The constitution of the State of Arizona provides
that the common-law doctrine of ri water rights shall not
obtain or be of any force or effect in said State. Statutes of the
State of Arlzona, heretofore duly enacted and now in force, being
sections 3280 to 3286, inclusive, of the Revised Code of 1828, and
sections 1 and 3 of chapter 102 of the Session Laws of 1929, regu-
late and contfrol the storage, diversion, appropriation and use of
water, and the construction, cperation, and maintenance of dams
and reservoirs in said State. A copy of said statutes is appended
hereto at page 43. Said statules provide that all water flowing
in streams or other natural channels belongs to the public and is
subject to appropriation; that the person first appropriating water
shall have the better right thereto; that any person intending to
appropriate water shall apply to the State water commissioner for
a permit to make such appropriation; that if such application is
approved by said commissioner the applicant may appropriate such
water and construct such works as may be necessary for that pur-
pose; that if such application is rejected the applicant shall take
no steps toward appropriating such water or constructing such
works; that when any such application, or the proposed use of
the water sought to be appropriated, is a menace to the safety
or against the interests and welfare of the public, it shall be re-
jected; that all dams shall be under the jurisdiction of the State
engineer; and that it shall be unlawful to construct, operate, or
maintain any dam except upon the approval of sald engineer.
Under and by virtue of said statutes, all of the unappropriated
water of fthe Colorade River and its tributaries, aggregating
9,000,000 acre-feet annually, was on June 25, 1920, ever since has
been, and is now subject to appropriation in Arizona. Said water
can not, nor can any part thereof, be lawfully appropriated, stored,
diverted, used, or disposed of except as provided in said statutes.

XIII

Legislation was enacted in the year 1921 by the Legislatures
of the States of Arizona, California, Nevada, Utah, New Mexico,
Colorado, and Wyoming and by the Congress of the United States
providing for the appointment of commissioners by the governors
of sald States and by the President of the United States, and
authorizing such commissioners to negotiate a compact for the
equitable apportionment of the water of the Colorado River and
its tributaries, and to submit such compact to the legislatures of
sald States and to the Congress of the United States. Such com-
missioners were appointed and did draft and submit to said legis-
latures and to Congress a proposed compact entitled and herein-
after referred to as the Colorado River compact, a copy of which
is appended hereto at page 50. BSaid compact provides that, as
used therein, the term “ Colorado River system ™ means that por-
tion of the Colorado River and 1fs tributaries within the United
States; that the term * Colorado River basin" means all of the
drainage area of said Colorado River system and all other terri-
tory within the United States to which the water of sald system
shall be beneficially applied; that the term “ upper basin " means
those parts of Arizona, Utah, New Mexico, Colorado, and Wyo
within and from which water naturally drains into sald Colorado
River system above Lees Ferry, and also all parts of said States
located without said drainage area which are mow or shall here-
after be beneficlally served by water diverted from said system
above Lees Ferry; that the term “lower basin ' means those parts
of Arizona, California, Nevada, Utah, and New Mexico within and
fromm which water naturally drains into sald Colorado River
system below Lees Ferry, and also all parts of saild States located
without said drainage area which are now or shall hereafter be
beneficially served by water diverted from sald system below Lees
Ferry; that there is apportioned from said Colorado River system,
in perpetuity, to sald upper basin and to sald lower basin, re-
spectively, the exclusive beneficial consumptive use of 7,500,000
acre-feet of water per annum, which shall include all water neces-
sary for the supply of any rights which may now exist; that if
the United States shall recognize any right in Mexico to the use
of any water of said system, such water shall be supplied from
water unapportioned by sald compact; that further equitable
apportionment of the water of said system unapportioned by said
compact may be made at any time after October 1, 1963; that
inasmuch as the Colorado River has ceased to be navigable for
commerce, and the reservation of its water for navigation would
seriously limit the development of its basin, the use of its water
for purposes of navigation shall be subservient to the use of such
water for domestic, agricultural, and power purposes; and that
said compact shall become binding and obligatory when it shall
have been approved by the legislatures of all the signatory States
(Arizona, California, Nevada, Utah, New Mexico, Colorado, and
Wyoming) and by the Congress of the United States.
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XIv

Said Colorado River compact is grossly inequitable, unjust, and
unfair to"the State of Arizona, for the reasons and in the respects
following, to wit: ¥

(1) Said compact attempts to apportion to sald upper basin
more, and to said lower basin less, than an equitable share of the
water of said Colorado River system. Said compact attempts to
apportion to each of said basins the same quantity of water, to
wit, 7,600,000 acre-feet annually, but said lower basin needs and
can put to beneficial use more than twice the quantity of water
which is needed or can be put to beneficlal use in saild upper basin.
That part of said lower basin which is In Arizona needs and can
put to beneficial use more than the total quantity of water which
sald compact attempts to apportion to said entire lower basin.
Said lower basin includes practically all of Arizona. None of the
water of sald Colorado River system can be put to beneficial use
in that part of Arizona which is in sald upper basin. The
7,500,000 acre-feet of water which said compact attempts to appor-
tion to each of sald basins includes all water necessary to supply
existing rights, which means all water heretofore appropriated and
now being used. In said lower basin such appropriations amount
to 6,500,000 acre-feet of water annually, whereas in said upper
basin they amount to only 2,500,000 acre-feet annually. Thus
said compact attempts to apportion to said lower basin only
1,000,000 acre-feet of unappropriated water, whereas it attempts
to apportion to said upper basin 5,000,000 acre-feet of unappro-
priated water annually. Under said compact, sald 5,000,000 acre-
feet of unappropriated water could not, nor could any part of it,
be appropriated in said lower basin. Thus said compact attempts
to deprive the State of Arizona, its citizens, inbabitants, and
property owners, of their right to appropriate said 5,000,000 acre-
feet of unappropriated water, all of which is now subject to
appropriation in Arizona.

(2) Said compact does nmot apportion or attempt to apportion
all of the water of said Colorado River system, but attempts to
apportion only 15,000,000 acre-feet thereof, and leaves unappor-
tioned the remaining water of saild system, aggregating 3,000,000
acre-feet annually. Said unapportioned water is a part of the
unappropriated water of said Colorado River system. BSaid com-
pact attempts to withdraw sald unapportioned water from appro-
priation and to prohibit the appropriation thereof. This said com-
pact attempts to do by providing that Mexican rights shall be
supplied from said unapportioned water, and that said unappor-
tioned water shall be subject to apportionment after October 1,
1963. Thus sald compact attempts to deprive the State of Arizona,
its citizens, inhabitants, and property owners of their right to
appropriate said 3,000,000 acre-feet of unappropriated water, all
of which is now subject to appropriation in Arizona.

(3) Said compact defines the term " Colorado River system ™ so
as to include therein the Gila River and its tributaries, of which
the total flow, aggregating 3,000,000 acre-feet of water annually,
was appropriated and put to beneficial use prior to June 25, 1929.
The State of New Mexico has but a slight interest, and the States
of California, Nevada, Utah, Colorado, and Wyoming have no in-
terest whatever in said water. Since saild compact provides that
the water apportioned thereby shall include all water necessary
to supply existing rights, the effect of including the Gila River
and its tributaries as a part of said system would be to reduce
by 3,000,000 acre-feet annually the quantity of water now subject
to appropriation in Arizona.

{4) Said compact defines the terms * Colorado River Basin,”
“yupper basin,” and *“lower basin” so as to include therein not

all parts of Arizona, California, Nevada, Utah, Colorado, New
Mexico, and Wyoming outside of said drainage basin which
are now or shall hereafter be beneficially served by water diverted
from sald Colorado River system. Thus said compact pretends to
recognize and attempts to establish a right to use sald water out-
side of the actual e basin of the Colorado River, which
pretended right the State of Arizona expressly denies. Arizona
is almost wholly within the actual dra basin of the Colorado
River. No part of Arizona outside of said drainage basin is or
can be beneficially served by water diverted from said

Hence the State of Arizona would not be benefited but would be
greatly injured by including in said upper and lower basins
areas situated outside of said drainage basin and served by water
diverted from said Colorado River system. The effect of such
inclusion would be to reduce the quantity of water now subject
to appropriation in Arizona by such quantity as might be diverted
for use in such outside areas.

For the reasons aforesaid, and for other good and sufficient
reasons, the Legislature of the State of Arizona has never ratified
or approved said compact, and said compact is therefore inopera-
tive, void, and of no effect. o

On December 21, 1928, the Congress of the United States passed,
and the President approved, an act entitled “An act to provide
for the construction of works for the protection and development
of the Colorado River Basin, for the approval of the Colorado
River compact, and for other purposes.” The short title of said
act is “ Boulder Canyon project act.” A copy of said act is
appended hereto at page 58. Bald act provides in section 1 thereof
that, for the purpose of controlling fioods, improving navigation,
regulating the flow of the Colorado River, and providing for the
storage and delivery of the water thereof for reclamation of
public lands and other beneficial uses, and for the generation
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of electric power as a means of making the project therein author-
ized a self-supporting and financially solvent undertaking, the
Secretary of the Interior, subject to the terms of the” Colorado
River compact, is authorized to construct, operate, and maintain
a dam and incidental works in the main stream of the Colorado
River at Black Canyon, adequate to create a storage reservoir of
a capacity of not less than 20,000,000 acre-feet of water, and to
construct, equip, operate, and maintain at or near sald dam a
complete plant and incidental structures suitable for the fullest
economic development of electric power from the water discharged
from sald reservoir. Said dam and reservoir, if constructed, will
be partly in Arizona and partly in Nevada, and will occupy one
of the sites mentioned in paragraph X hereof. BSald dam and
reservoir will store all of the 8,000,000 acre-feet of unappropriated
water now flowing in the Colorado River, all of which is now
subject to appropriation in Arizona. Sald act does not require
the Secretary of the Interior to comply with the laws of the
State of Arizona in carrying out the provisions of said act, but
contemplates that he shall disregard said laws and proceed in
violation thereof. o

Said act further provides in section 1 thereof that the Secretary
of the Interior is authorized to construct, operate, and maintain
a canal and appurtenant structures connecting Laguna Dam with
the Imperial and Coachella Valleys in California, and that no
charge shall be made for water or for the use, storage, or delivery
of water for irrigation or potable purposes in said Imperial or
Coachella Valleys. Said canal and appurtenant structures will
cost approximately $40,000,000 and will be used for the purpose of
diverting and conveying to sald valleys in California, for use
therein, the water to be stored in said reservolr, including the
8,000,000 acre-feet of unappropriated water now flowing in the
Colorado River, all of which is now subject to appropriation in
Arizona. Sald canal and appurtenant structures will greatly aid
and facilitate the diversion to and use of said water in California.
Said act does not provide any similar facilities, or any facilities
whatever, for the benefit of water users in Arizona, nor does said
act exempt Arizona water users from the payment of charges for
water or for the use, storage, or delivery of water for irrigation or

potable purposes.
XVl

Bald act provides in section 2 (b) thereof that the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized to advance, from time to time and
within the appropriations therefor, such amounts as the Secretary
of the Interior deems necessary for carrying out the provisions of
said act, but that the aggregate amount of such advances shall not
exceed the sum of $165,000,000. Said act provides in section 3
thereof that there is authorized to be appropriated from time to
time such sums of money as may be necessary to carry out the
purposes of said act, not exceeding in the aggregate $165,000,000.

XVIII

Said act provides in section 4 (a) thereof that it shall not take
effect and that no authority shall be exercised thereunder unless
and until (1) the States of Arizona, California, Nevada, Utah,
New Mexico, Colorado, and Wyoming shall ratify the Colorado
River compact, and the President by public proclamation shall
so declare, or (2) if said States shall fail to ratify said compact
within six months from the date of the passage of sald act, then
until six of sald States, including the State of California, shall
ratify said compact and consent to waive those provisions thereof
which require its approval by the legislatures of all the signatory
States, and shall approve said compact without conditions, save
that of such 6-State approval, and the President by public proec-
lamation shall so declare, and, further, until the State of Cali-
fornia, by act of its legislature, shall agree irrevocably and uncon-
ditionally with the United States, for the benefit of the States of
- Arizona, Nevada, Utah, New Mexico, Colorado, and Wyoming, that
the aggregate annual consumptive use of water of and from the
Colorado River for use in California shall not exceed 4,400,000
acre-feet of the water apportioned to said lower basin by the
Colorado River compact, plus not more than one-half of any excess
or surplus water unapportioned by said compact, such uses always
to be subject to the terms of said compact. The State of Arizona
has not ratified or approved sald compact, but the States of Cali-
fornia, Nevada, Utah, New Mexico, Colorado, and Wyoming rati-
filed said compact prior to June 25, 1929, and consented to waive
those provisions thereof which require its approval by all the sig-
natory States, and approved sald compact without conditions, save
that of such 6-State approval, and on said last-mentioned date the
President of the United States by public proclamation so declared.
The State of California, by an act of its legislature approved
Mareh 4, 1929, made the agreement provided for in section 4 (a)
of said Boulder Canyon project act.

XIX

Bald act further provides in section 4 (a) thereof that the
States of Arizona, California, and Nevada are authorized to enter
into an agreement which shall provide that of the 7,500,000 acre-
feet of water apportioned to said lower basin by the Colorado
River compact there shall be apportioned to the State of Nevada
300,000 acre-feet and to the State of Arizona 2,800,000 acre-feet
for exclusive beneficial consumptive use in perpetuity; that all
of the provisions of saild proposed agreement shall be subject in
all parts to the provisions of said compact; and that sald pro-
posed agreement shall take effect upon the ratification of said
compact by the States of Arizona, California, and Nevada. Said
proposed apportionment of 2,800,000 acre-feet of water is less than
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the quantity of water already appropriated in Arizona, and would
provide no water for future appropriation in said State. Thus,
under said proposed agreement, the State of Arizona, its citizens,
inhabitants, and property owners, would be deprived of their right
to appropriate any of the unappropriated water of sald Colorado
River system, aggregating 9,000,000 acre-feet annually, all of which
is now subject to appropriation in Arizona. The States of - Ari-
zona, California, and Nevada have not entered into said proposed
agreement nor have they entered into any agreement whatsoever.

$.9.4

Baid act provides in section 4 (b) thereof that, before any money
is appropriated for the construction of said dam or power plant,
or any construction work done or contracted for, the Secretary
of the Interior shall make provision for revenues, by contract, in
accordance with the provisions of said act, adequate in his judg-
ment to insure payment of all expenses of operation and mainte-
nance of said works incurred by the United States, and the repay-
ment, within 50 years from the date of the completion of said
works, of all amounts advanced by the United States for the con-
struction of said works—other than said canal and appurtenant
structures—together with interest thereon at the rate of 4 per
cent per annum. The facts regarding the pretended contracts by
which said Secretary has attempted to provide such revenues are
set forth in paragraphs 32 and 33 hereof. By an act approved
July 3, 1930, and known as the second deficiency act, fiscal year
1930, Congress appropriated the sum of $10,660,000 for the com-
mencement of construction of said dam and incidental works.

XX1

Baid Boulder Canyon project act provides in section 5 thereof
that sald is authorized, under such general regulations
as he may prescribe, to contract for the storage of water in said
reseryolr, for the delivery thereof for irrigation, domestic use, and
generation of electric power, and for the delivery thereof to States,
municipal corporations, political subdivisions, and private corpo-
rations, upon charges that will provide revenue which, in addition
to other revenue accruing under the reclamation law and under
sald act, will in his judgment cover all expenses of operation and
maintenance incurred by the United States on account of works
constructed under said act, and the payments to the United
States provided for in section 4 (b) thereof; that contracts re-
specting water for irrigation and domestic use shall be for perma-
nent service; and that no person shall have or be entitled to the
use of the water stored in said reservoir except by contract with
sald Secretary. The effect of said act would be to withdraw from
appropriation all of the water to be stored in said reservoir, in-
cluding the 8,000,000 acre-feet of unappropriated water now flowing
in the Colorado River, all of which i{s now subject to appropriation
in Arizona; to prohibit the appropriation of said water; and to
prohibit the use thereof, except by contract with the Secretary of
the Interior. Under said act said Secretary could not be required
to deliver or to contract for the delivery of any of said water for
use in Arizona, but could, if so minded, refuse to deliver or to
contract for the delivery of any such water for any such use, and
could thus withhold all of said water from use in Arizona. If
sald Secretary should choose to deliver or to contract for the
delivery of any of said water for use in Arizona, he would be
required by said act to make a charge for the storage and delivery
of such water for such use, but said act does not require or
permit said Secretary to make any charge for the storage or de-
livery of water for use in the Imperial and Coachella Valleys of
California, it being expressly provided in section 1 of said act
that no such charge shall be made. In authorizing sald Secretary
to contract for the delivery of sald stored water, said act does not
restrict the use thereof to the drainage basin of the Colorado
River, but permits sald Becretary to contract for the delivery of
sald water for use outside of said basin.

XXI1

Baid act further provides In section 5 thereof that after repay-
ment to the United States of all money advanced, with interest,
charges shall be on such basis as may hereafter be prescribed by
Congress; that the revenues derived therefrom shall be kept in a
separate fund to be expended in said Colorado River Basin; and
that general and uniform regulations shall be prescribed by said
Secretary for the awarding of contracts for the sale and delivery
of electric power and for renewal of such contracts.

XXII1

Sald act provides in section 6 thereof that sald dam and
reservoir shall be used, first, for river regulation, improvement
of navigation, and flood control; second, for irrigation and
domestic uses and satisfaction of present perfected rights; and,
third, for power; that the title to sald dam, reservoir, power plant,
and incidental works shall forever remain in the United States;
that the United States shall, until otherwise provided by Congress,
control, manage, and operate the same; that sald Secretary may
lease a unit or units of said power plant, with the right to
generate electric power, or may lease the use of water for the
generation of such power. BSaid act does not provide for the levy
or collection by the State of Arizona of any tax or taxes on sald
dam, power plant, and other works, or on the operation thereof,
but contemplates that the same shall be exempt from all taxa-
tion. The effect of sald act would be to have said Secretary, on
behalf of the United States, engage in the business of storing
and selling water, the business of generating and selling electric
power, and the business of leasing water and equipment for the
generation of such power; to utilize for that purpose the water
and other natural resources of the State of Arizona; to prevent
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the use of said water and natural resources by other persons or
corporations desiring to engage in such businesses; and thus to
deprive said State of its right to levy and collect taxes on such
businesses and on the property used in connection therewith.

XXIV

Said act provides in section 8 (a) thereof that the United States,

its permittees, licensecs, and contractees, and all users and appro-
priators of water stored, diverted, carried, or distributed by said
reservoir, canals, and other works shall observe and be subject to
and controlled by the Colorado River compact in the construction,
management, and operation of sald reservoir, canals, and other
works and In the storage, diversion, delivery, and use of water for
the generation of power, irrigation, and other purposes, anything
in said act to the contrary notwithstanding; and that all permits,
licenses, and contracts shall so provide. The pretended contracts
hereinafter referred to do so provide.

XXV

Said act provides in section 13 thereof that the Colorado River
compact is approved by the Congress of the United States, that
those provisions of said compact which require its approval by
the legislatures of all the signatory States are waived, and that
sald approval by Congress shall become effective when the State
of California and at least five of the other signatory States shall
approve said compact and consent fo said waiver. The States of
California, Nevada, Utah, New Mexico, Colorado, and Wyoming
have approved said compact and consented to said waiver. Thus
the effect of said act would be to subject the State of Arizona to
said compact, and to enforce said compact and make it effective
in Arizona, notwithstanding said State has never ratified or

approved said compact.
XXVI

Bald act further provides in section 13 thereof that the rights
of the United States in or to the water of the Colorado River and
its tributaries, and the rights of those claiming under the United
Btates, shall be subject to and controlled by the Colorado River
compact; that all patents, grants, contracts, concessions, leases,
permits, licenses, rights of way, or other privileges from the
United States or under its authority necessary or convenient for
the use of sald water, or for the generation of electric power by
means thereof, or for the transmission of such power, shall be
upon the express condition and with the express covenant that
the rights of the reciplents or holders thereof shall be subject
to and controlled by said compact; and that said conditions and
covenants shall be deemed to run with the land, and shall attach
as a matter of law, whether set out or referred to in the instru-
ment evidencing such patent, grant, contract, concession, lease,
permit, license, right of way, or other privilege, or not, and shall
be deemed to be for the benefit of and be available to the States
of Arizona, California, Nevada, Utah, New Mexico, Colorado, and
Wyoming, and the users of water therein or thereunder, by way of
suit, defense, or otherwise, In any litigation respecting the water
of the Colorado River or its fributaries. All lands in Arizona are
owned and held either by the United States or by those cla
under the United States. All rights to the use of water for irri-
gation in Arizona are appurtenant to land, and such rights have
no existence separate and apart from the land to which they sre
appurtenant. Consequently, the water of the Colorado River
and its tributaries can not be used for irrigation In Arizona except
by those holding land under patents, grants, contracts, conces-
sions, leases, permits, or licenses from the United States or under
its authority. Moreover, in order to irrigate Arizona land, it is
frequently necessary to utilize rights of way over public land
of the United States. Thus, under sald act, all users of water for
frrigation in Arizona would be subjected to the Colorado River
compact, notwithstanding said State has never ratified or ap-
proved sald compact

XXV

Baid act provides In section 16 thereof that any commission or
commissioner duly authorized under the laws of any State rati-
fying the Colorado River compact shall have the right to act in
an advisory capacity to and in cooperation with the Secretary of
the Interior in the exercise of any authority under the provisions
of sections 4 and 5 of said act, and shall at all times have access
to records of all Federal agencies empowered to act under said
sections, and shall be entitled to have copies of said records on
request. Duly authorized commissions and commissioners of the
States of California, Nevada, Utah, New Mexico, Colorado, and
Wyoming have exercised and are exercising the rights and privi-
leges conferred by said section 16.

XXVIIT

Said Boulder Canyon project act is in excess of the powers
granted fo Congress by the Constitution of the United States and
is unconstitutional and void, for the reasons following, to wit:

(1) Said act attempts to deprive the State of Arizona of its
sovereign jurisdiction and control of the water and other natural
resources of said State, particularly the water of the Colorado
River and its tributaries flo in said State and the dam sites
and reservoir sites situated therein; to vest such jurisdiction and
control in the United States; to abrogate and supersede the laws
of sald State respecting the appropriation and use of said water
and other natural resources; and to prohibit such appropriation
and use, except as authorized and provided for in said act.

(2) Said act attempts to subject the State of Arizona to the
Colorado River compact and to enforce sald compact and make it
effective In Arizona, notwithstanding sald State has never ratified
or approved said compact. Thereby said act attempts to deprive
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sald State, its citizens, Inhabitants, and property owners of their
right to appropriate the 5,000,000 acre-feet of unappropriated
water which sald compact attempts to apportion to said upper
basin, and of their right to appropriate the 3,000,000 acre-feet of
unappropriated water which said compact leaves unapportioned
and attempts to withdraw from appropriation, as aforesaid. Said
5,000,000 acre-feet of apportioned water and said 3,000,000 acre-
feet of unapportioned water are a part of the unappropriated
water of said Colorado River system, all of which is now subject to
appropriation in Arizona.

(3) Said act attempts to authorize the Secreiary of the Interior
to construct, operate, and maintain a dam and reservoir in the
Colorado River at Black Canyon; to store in said reservoir the
8,000,000 acre-feet of unappropriated water now flowing in said
river, all of which is now subject to appropriation in Arizona; to
withhold all of said water from appropriation and to prohibit the
appropriation thereof; to withhold all of said water from use in

or, if he permits any such use, to require payment of
such charges therefor as he may prescribe; and to sell and dispose
of any part or all of said water for use in other States, even to the
extent of selling and delivering it for use outside of the drainage
basin of the Colorado River, all of which is to be done without the
consent of the State of Arizona and in violation of its laws.
Thereby said act attempts to deprive the State of Arizona, tts
citizens, inhabitants, and property owners, of their right to appro-
priate said 8,000,000 acre-feet of unappropriated water, and of
their right to use any of said water in Arizona, except by contract
with the Secretary of the Interior and upon payment of such
charges as he may prescribe.

(4) Sald act attempts to discriminate against the State of Ari-
zona in favor of the State of California by providing that the
water to be stored in said reservoir shall be delivered without
charge for use in the Imperial and Coachellz Valleys in Califor-
nia, whereas all water users in Arizona are required to pay for said
stored water such charges as the Secretary of the Interior may pre-
scribe, and by providing a canal and other facilities to enable
water users in California to divert and use said water, whereas no
similar facilities, nor any facilities whatever, are provided for the
benefit of water users in Arizona. Thereby said act attempts to
aid and facilitate the use of said stored water in California, and
to hinder and prevent the use thereof in Arizona. Said stored
water will include the 8,000,000 acre-feet of una ted water
now flowing in the Colorado River, all of which Is now subject to
appropriation in Arizona.

(5) Sald act attempts to authorize the Secretary of the Interior,
on behalf of the United States, to engage inm the business of
storing and selling water, the business of generating and selling
electric power and the business of leasing water and equipment for
the generation of such power; to utilize for that the water
and other natural resources of the State of Arizona; to prevent the
use of said water and natural resources by other persons or corpo-
rations desiring to engage In such businesses; and to deprive said
State of its right to levy and collect taxes on such businesses and
on the property used in connection therewith.

The power to do all or any of the things so attempted by said
act has not been granted to Congress by the Constitution of the
United States.

XXIX

The recital in sald act that the purpose thereof is the improve-
ment of navigation and the reclamation of public land is & mere
subterfuge and false pretense. That the improvement of naviga-
tion is not the purpose of said act is evident from the fact that
the Colorado River is not navigable, and from the further fact
that sald act ratifies and approves the Colorado River compact,
and provides that the United States shall observe and be subject
to and controlled by sald compact in the construction,
ment, and operation of said reservoir, canals, and other works,
and the storage, diversion, delivery, and use of water for the gen-
eration of power, irrigation, and other purposes, anything in said
act to the contrary notwithstanding, and from the further fact
that sald eompact provides that, inasmuch as the Colorado River
has ceased to be navigable for commerce, and the reservation of
its water for navigation would seriously limit the development
of its basin, the use of its water for purposes of navigation shall
be subservient to the use of such water for domestie, agricultural,
and power purposes. Even if said river were navigable, the diver-
sion, sale, and delivery of water therefrom, as authorized in said
act, would not improve, but would destroy its navigable capacity.
That the reclamation of public land is not the purpose of said
act is evident from the fact that 75 per cent of all land which
will or can be reclaimed or benefited by the construction of the
dam, reservoir, power plant, and other works authorized In said
act, or by the storage and delivery of water as in said act pro-
vided, is privately owned land. Except for the purpose of having
the Secretary of the Interior engage in the water and power busi-
ness, as hereinabove alleged, the dam, reservoir, power plant, and
other works provided for in said act are unnecessary and inappro-
priate. If reclamation of public land were the true purpose of
said act, a dam and reservoir having one-fifth of the capacity and
requiring one-fifth of the expenditure authorized in said act
would accomplish said as adequately and efficiently as
the dam, reservoir, and other works therein authorized.

XXX

Notwi the unconstitutionality of said act, defendant
Ray Lyman Wilbur, Secretary of the Interior, has proceeded and
is now proceeding thereunder, and has threatened and now threat-
ens to enforce and carry out the provisions of sald act, and, unless
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‘enjoined therefrom, will enforce and carry out all of said provi-
slons, and will thereby accomplish and effect all of the things
attempted by said act, as set forth in paragraph XXVIIT hereof.
Pursuant to and under color of said act, said defendant has seized
and taken possession of all that part of the Colorado River which
flows in Arizona and on the boundary thereof, and all of the water
flowing in said river, including the 8,000,000 acre-feet of unap-
propriated water now flowing therein, and all of the dam sites and
reservoir sites mentioned in paragraph X hereof, and now has said
river, said water and said sites in his on; has excluded and
is now excluding the State of Arizona, its citizens, inhabitants, and
property owners from said river, said water, and said sites, and
from all access thereto; has prevented and is now preventing said
State, its citizens, inhabitants, and property owners from appro-
priating any of sald 8,000,000 acre-feet of unappropriated water,
all of which is now subject to appropriation in Arizona; has
thereby prevented and is now preventing the irrigation of the land
in the irrigation projects mentioned in paragraph XI hereof; and,
unless enjoined therefrom, will continue so to do.

XXXI

Pursuant to and under color of sald act, sald defendant, Ray
Lyman Wilbur, has made surveys, plans, and specifications for,
and has commenced, the construction of the dam, reservoir, power
plant, and other works provided for in said act. According to said
plans and specifications, said dam will have a height of 727 feet,
sald reservoir will have a storage capacity of 29,500,000 acre-feet,
and said power plant will have a generating capacity of 1,200,000
horsepower. Also, pursuant to and under color of said act, said
defendant has made and prescribed general regulations respecting
contracts for the storage of water in said reservoir and for the
delivery thereof for irrigation and domestic use. A copy of said
regulations is appended hereto at page 78. Said regulations pro-
vide that water stored in said reservoir will be sold upon such
terms and conditions as the Secretary of the Interior may fix
from time to time, but that no charge shall be made for water,
or for the use, storage, or delivery of water for irrigation or potable
purposes in the Imperial or Coachella Valleys of California; that
no person shall have or be entitled to the use of any water stored
in said reservoir, except by contract made in pursuance of said
regulations; that contracts respecting water for domestic use shall
be for permanent service; and that all purchases of water shall
be subject to the terms and provisions of the Colorado River com-
pact and of the Boulder Canyon project act.

XXXII

Pursuant to and under color of sald act and of said regulations,
said defendant Ray Lyman Wilbur has made a pretended contract
with the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California, a
municipal corporation of the State of California, for the storage
of water in sald reservolr and for the diversion, sale, and delivery
of said water to said district for transportation to and consump-
tive use in said district. A copy of said pretended contract is
appended hereto at page 79. Said district consists of the city of
Los Angeles and the municipalities of Anaheim, Beverly Hills,
Burbank, Colton, Glendale, Pasadena, S8an Bernardino, San Marino,
Santa Ana, and Santa Monica, which are municipal corporations
of the State of California. BSaid district |s situated on the Pacific
coast approximately 300 miles distant from the Colorado River
and outside of its drainage basin. No publi¢ land of the United
States is contained within the limits of said district. Said pre-
tended contract is for permanent service, and provides for the
delivery to said district of 1,050,000 acre-feet of said stored water
annually, and for the payment by said district of 25 cents per
acre-foot for water so delivered. BSaid 1,050,000 acre-feet of water,
if sold and delivered to said district, as in sald pretended contract
provided, can not, nor can any part thereof, be used for the recla-
mation of public land of the United States. BSald water is a part
of the 8,000,000 acre-feet of unappropriated water now flowing in
the Colorado River, all of which is now subject to appropriation
in Arizona. Said 1,050,000 acre-feet of water, together with the
6,600,000 acre-feet of water heretofore appropriated and now being
used in sald lower basin, will exceed the full amount of 7,500,000
acre-feet of water which sald compact attempts to apportion to
said lower basin. The delivery of said 1,050,000 acre-feet of water
to sald district, as in said pretended contract provided, would
exhaust said apportionment, and, by the terms of sald compact
and of said Boulder Canyon project act, no water would then be
available for or subject to appropriation in said lower basin,
although there would still remain in said Colorado River system
7,950,000 acre-feet of unappropriated water per year. Thus the
effect of carrying out the provisions of the Boulder Canyon project
act and of said pretended contract would be to deprive the State
of Arizona, its citizens, inhabitants, and property owners of their
right to appropriate any of the unappropriated water of said
Colorado River system, aggregating, as aforesaid, 9,000,000 acre-
feet annually, all of which is now subject to appropriation in

Arizona.
XXXIII

Pursuant to and under color of sald act, said defendant, Ray
Lyman Wilbur, has made and prescribed general regulations for
the lease of electric power to be generated at sald dam. A copy
of said regulations is appended hereto at page 89. Pursuant io
and under color of sald act and of said regulations, said defend-
ant has made a pretended contract with said city of Los Angeles
and Southern California Edison Co. (Ltd.), a corporation of the
State of California, for the lease of power privileges at said dam,
and a pretended contract with said Metropolitan Water District
of Southern California for the sale of electric power to be gener-
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ated at said dam. Sald pretended contract for the lease of power
privileges provides for the leasing of certain generating machin-
ery to be installed by said defendant, part to said city and part
to sald company; for the generation by sald lessees of all electric
power allotted by said defendant; for the delivery to said lessees
of falling water from said reservoir sufficient to generate all power
S0 sold; for the sale to said lessees, respectively, of amounts of
electric power specified therein; and for the payment by said
lessees of the cost of sald machinery, and certain further sums
on account of electric power to be taken by said lessees. Said
pretended contract is for a period of 50 years. The pretended
contract with said district in this paragraph referred to provides
for the sale to sald district of specified amounts of electric power
annually for a period of 50 years. Said power is to be used for
the sole purpose of pumping into and in a proposed aqueduct,
to be constructed by said district, the 1,050,000 acre-feet of
water to be sold and dellvered to said district, as provided in the
pretended contract referred to in the last preceding paragraph
hereof. The three pretended contracts hereinabove referred to
are made upon the express condition that all rights thereunder
shall be subject to and controlled by the Colorado River compact.
For the reasons heretofore stated, all of said pretended contracts
are vold and of no effect, Nevertheless, said defendant, unless
enjoined therefrom, will carry out all the provisions of said pre-
tended contracts.
XXXIV

Sald defendant, Ray Lyman Wilbur, has not complied arid will
not comply with the laws of the State of Arizona referred to in
paragraph 12 hereof, but has disregarded and will wholly disre-
gard said laws in carrying out the provisions of said act. Said
defendant has not applied and will not apply to the State water
commissioner of the State of Arizona for a permit authorizing the
construction of said dam, reservoir, power plant, or other works,
or the storage, use, diversion, sale, or delivery of the water to be
stored in said reservoir, nor has any such permit been granted.
Sald defendant has not applied and will not apply to the State
engineer of the State of Arizona for his approval of sald dam and
reservoir, nor has any such approval been granted.

XXXV

Pursuant to and under color of said act the States of California,
Nevada, Utah, New Mexico, Colorado, and Wyoming, defendants
herein, have caused and are causing their duly authorized com-
missions and commissioners to act, and said commissions and com-
missioners have acted and are acting in an advisory capacity to
and in cooperation with said defendant, Ray Lyman Wilbur, in the
exercise of the authority vested or attempted to be vested in him
by sections 4 and 5 of said act. Said defendant States, by their
sald commissions and commissioners, have claimed and are claim-
ing an iInterest In the three pretended contracts made by said
defendant, Ray Lyman Wilbur, as hereinabove alleged, for that, after
repayment to the United States of all money advanced, with in-
terest, the revenues to be derived from said pretended contracts
are to be kept in a separate fund and expended within the Colo-
rado River Basin, as provided in sald section 5, and sald defendant
States have claimed and are claiming an interest in sald fund.
Also, pursuant to and under color of said act, sald defendant
States have claimed and are claiming that the Colorado River com-
pact became effective when approved by Congress and by sald de-
fendant States, and that the State of Arizona, its citizens, in-
habitants, and property owners, are subject to and controlled by
sald compact, notwithstanding said State has never ratified or
approved sald compact. Said defendant States have also aided
and abetted, are aiding and abetting, and, unless enjoined there-
from will continue to aid and abet sald defendant, Ray Lyman
Wilbur, in carrying out the provisions of said act.

XXXVI

If the defendants shall enforce and carry out the provisions of
sald act and of said pretended contracts the State of Arizona, its
citizens, inhabitants, and property owners, will be thereby pre-
vented from appropriating any of the unappropriated water of the
Colorado River and its tributaries, aggregating 9,000,000 acre-feet
annually, all of which is now subject to appropriation_in Arizona,
and from using any of said unappropriated water, except in accord-
ance with and subject to the Colorado River compact, and from
using any of the 8,000,000 acre-feet thereof now flowing in the
main stream of sald river, except by contract with the Secretary
of the Interior and upon payment of such charges as he may
prescribe; it will be impossible to appropriate water for the irriga-
tion of the whole or any part of the 2,000,000 acres of unirrigated
but irrigable land referred to in paragraphs IX, X, and XI hereof;
it will be impossible to finance the irrigation projects referred to
in said paragraphs, or any other irrigation project in Arizona, or
to construct the dams, reservoirs, canals, and other works neces-
sary for the irrigation of the whole or any part of said land; all of
said land will remain forever unirrigated, uncultivated, uninhab-
ited, unused, and incapable of use; it will be impossible for the
power projects mentioned in said paragraph XI to carry out their
plans. for generating and selling electric power at plants to be
constructed at the sites mentioned in said paragraphs X and IX;
the great increase in population, wealth, prosperity, and taxable
resources of said State which would have resulted from the irriga-
tion of sald land and from the use of sald power sites will be
prevented and made impossible; and said State will thereby suffer
great and irreparable injury, for which it has and can have no
adequate remedy at law.

Wherefore your complainant prays that the Colorado River com-
pact and the Boulder Canyon project act, and each and every part
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thereof, be decreed to be unconstitutional, void, and of no effect;
that the defendants and each of them be permanently enjoined
and restramed from enforcing or carrying out said compact or said
act, or any of the provisions thereof, and from carrying out the
three pretended contracts hereinabove referred to, or any of them,
or any of their provisions, and from doing any other act or thing

t to or under color of said Boulder Canyon project act;
and that the State of Arizona recover its costs herein expended
and have such other and further relief as to this court may seem

Just and equitable.
- K. BErRrY PETERSON,
Aitorney General of the State of Arizona,
Solicitor for Complainant.
Dean G. ACHESON,

CLIFTON MATHEWS,
0f Counsel.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ari-
zona has expired.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent to be allowed to speak for 10 minutes, with
the understanding that I may yield to the gentleman from
California [Mr. Swing] five minutes of that time, in oppo-
sition to the motion.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman can not yield, under
the rule,

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan
desire any portion of the time?

Mr. CRAMTON. No; the gentleman from Colorado will
represent the committee.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand that
the gentleman from Colorado can yield time in the com-
mittee.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I asked for 10 minutes in op-
position to this, and I thought the understanding was that
debate was to be limited to 20 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is limited to 20 minutes. The
gentleman from Colorado asks unanimous consent to pro-
ceed for 10 minutes. That will exhaust the entire time of
debate.

Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, reserving the
right to object, do I understand that these 10 minutes which
are requested by the gentleman from Colorado are the
identical 10 minutes reserved by the gentleman from Michi-
gan [Mr. CRaMTON]?

The CHAIRMAN.
paragraph.

Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp and to
insert therein the complaint of the State of Arizona.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado has the
floor and asks unanimous consent to proceed for 10 min-
utes. Is there objection?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I want to take
the 10 minutes of time, but instead of using it all myself
I ask unanimous consent that I may be permitted to yield
five minutes of it to the gentleman from California [Mr.
SwinG].

Mr. SWING.
right.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Colorado
desire recognition? Recognition will be for five minutes at
a time unless otherwise provided.

Mr. SWING. I ask recognition, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. O'CONNELL. It is my understanding that the debate
was fixed so that it would be limited to 20 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. That is correct. The debate is lim-
ited to 20 minutes. Recognition is in the control of the
Chair. Anyone, in order to confinue longer than five min-
utes, can do so only by unanimous consent, but no member
in the committee getting time for debate can yield any
part of his time to anyone else.

_ Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Then, I withdraw my request
for the present and let the gentleman from California make
his request.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arizona asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the REecorp
and to include therein the complaint of the State of Ari-
zona filed in the pending litigation. Is there objection?

Mr. SWING. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to ob-
ject, merely to point out for the information of members,

It will exhaust the debate on this

I shall ask for five minutes in .my own
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in addition to the complaint there are added as appendixes
some five or six rather lengthy documents, most of which
have already been published in the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD
and in hearings that are filed. Does the gentleman desire
to have these appendixes also published in the CoNGrEs-
SIONAL RECORD?

Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona. It is not at all necessary.

a Mr. SWING. Then, I withdraw my reservation of objec-
on.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection to the request of
the gentleman from Arizona?

There was no objection.

Mr. SWING. Mr. Chairman, I ask for recognition.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California is rec-
ognized for five minutes.

Mr, SWING. Mr. Chairman and genflemen of the com-
mittee, Arizona alone of the seven Colorado River Basin
States stands here to-day protesting against the forward
movement of a great humanitarian project, designed by
this Government for the protection of the life and property
of many of its citizens in the lower Colorado River Basin.

The point regarding the contracts was thoroughly dis-
cussed and passed upon by Congress, both in this body and
in the other body, at the last session. The legality of the
contracts was passed upon by the Appropriations Commit-
tee, by the Solicitor of the Department of the Interior, and
by the Attormey General himself, who held that they were
legal.

The financial results that will flow out of these contracts
were passed upon by the Secretary of the Interior, and
showed that on an ordinary basis, leaving out entirely the
metropolitan water district contract for water, they would
return to the Government its entire expenditure, together
with inferest at 4 per cent, all within a period of about 30
years, and in addition would return something like five or
six hundred thousand dollars a year each to Arizona and
Nevada as revenue in the place of taxes that might have
accrued to the States if this had been done by private
corporations.

The metropolitan water district is proceeding in southern
California as rapidly as an undertaking of that magnitude
can be undertaken. The surveys in the field have all been
completed. Some four distinct and different routes have
been outlined. The chief engineer of the metropolifan water
district has expressed his preference for one of those routes.
A board of nationally known engineers has convened and is
now in Los Angeles as a consulfing board to determine for
the metropolitan water district which is the best and most
economical roufe. Until that has been done, the voting of
bonds can not take place, but I will assure this Congress
that the metropolitan water distriet is going forward as
rapidly as it can to secure the benefits that are allowed it
under the law and under its contract with the Secretary of
the Interior, and there will be no letting up in carrying out
its obligations to the Government.

As to the lawsuit that was filed in October by Arizona,
Arizona chose its own forum for the final adjudication of
this controversy. It chose the appropriate forum, the Su-
preme Court of the United States. The Supreme Court of
the United States not only has jurisdiction over the contro-
versy to-day but it had jurisdiction to stop the expenditure
of the $10,660,000 appropriated last session as well as this
money if that was the right and proper thing to do.

Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SWING. Not just now. That forum, the Supreme
Court, has not stopped the expenditure of this money. That
forum has not issued what every lawyer knows it could issue,
a temporary injunction directing us not to make the appro-
priation or make the expenditure. -

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SWING. I yield.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman means an injunction
against the spending of the money, but not against the
appropriation of it.

Mr. SWING. Yes; against the expending of the money.
There will not be issued any such temporary injunction.
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Therefore, Arizona having chosen its own distinguished
forum, that forum having complete jurisdiction of this mat-
ter and having power to say that not a dollar shall be ex-
pended if it thought that was the wise, the lawful, the right
thing to do, and it not having said it, it is an instruction, by
what it does not say, that Congress has full power and full
responsibility and full right and full privilege to proceed with
this work to protect the lives and property of its citizens.
Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona. Could the Supreme Court of
the United States take that action before the case had been
argued or the complaint answered?
Mr. SWING. I will say that the Solicitor General of the
United States and the attorneys general of the six Colorado
River Basin States have met and decided that this suit can
be dismissed, and that they are going to ask for its dis-
missal on January 12 next, when the matter comes up before
the court.
The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia has expired.
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado.
sition to the amendment.
Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen of the committee, it
seems to us Members from the six other Southwestern States
that the motion of the gentleman from Arizona is utterly
witholit merit or justification. Those States have been trying
for the past 10 years to fairly divide the waters of the Colo-
rado River and build this flood-control dam and reservoir to
conserve the waters of that great stream and make one of
the greatest developments in the world. No human being
can estimate the value of those gigantic floods when they
are properly harnessed and applied to power, irrigation,
domestic use, and other beneficial purposes. It is the very
lifeblood of these six States. We have been compelled to
have hundreds of conferences and hold hearings for years
and years. We have been forced to spend hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars. We have had all that great development
prevented for all of these years by whom? By nobody
except the State of Arizona. There is no way of ever esti-
mating the millions of dollars of damage and injury that
that State has caused her six sister States by her long and
| bitter fight over this Boulder Canyon project and the

7-State Colorado River compact. But we finally won out
_f and passed the act of December 21, 1928, creating this proj-
| ect and authorizing this work.

The Attorney General of the United States has sustained
| that act, and Congress last spring made the first appropria-
'tion of $10,600,000 to commence the work. That work has

been as rapidly as possible going forward ever since. This

,is the second appropriation of $15,000,000 toward carrying
‘on that construction of the greatest dam the world has ever
known, for the benefit at present of more than 6,000,000
human beings and of all the untold future millions of in-
.habitants of all those States. That act has not only been
exhaustively considered by Congress but by hundreds of the
most eminent attorneys throughout the country. I think
the unanimous opinion of almost all of them is that the
suit brought in the United States Supreme Court by the
State of Arizona attacking the constitutionality of that law
will be held to be without any foundation in law or justifi-
cation in fact. I think I voice the sentiment of nearly all
the members of the Appropriation Committee in saying that
we are willing to rely upon the judgment of Congress and
the Department of Justice and go ahead with this great
project.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in oppo-

THE HOOVER DAM

There is another feature of this section of the bill under
consideration that I feel ought not to be passed over in
silence.

I refer to the three words in the second line, “ The Hoover
Dam."”

Do you realize that those words just read by the Clerk are
making history for thousands of years to come?

This is the first time that name has ever appeared in any
bill or official action of Congress. This Interior Department
Appropriations Committee thought that following the
_precedents of the naming nf the Roosevelt Dam during Presi-
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dent Roosevelt’s administration, and the Wilson Dam during
President Wilson’s administration, and the Coolidge Dam
during his administration that President Hoover was very
justly entitled to the same distinction, so we unanimously
and very gladly wrote into this section those words making
the naming of that great dam the Hoover Dam by the action
of Congress. That will be a monument to him for cen-
turies after every other act of his administration, and of
this Congress will have passed into utter oblivion.

In fact, it will be a tribute to him as long as this planet
is inhabited by human beings. This committee hopes and
believes his administration and entire life will be pre-
eminently worthy of this honor, and that history will
approve of this action of Congress. If I may, without
impropriety, refer to my own personal sentiment in this
matter, I will say that when that act was passed, I thought
that dam should have been given the name of the
President, and, because it was nof, on May 27, 1929, I
introduced H. J. Res. 81, as follows:

House Joint Resolution 81
Joint resolution naming the Hoover Dam

Resolved, ete., That in appreciation of his distinguished serv-
ice as the official representative of our Government in the nego-
tiation of the Colorado River compact, signed at Santa Fe, N. Mex.,
November 24, 1922; and in recognition of his preeminent ability
and international reputation as one, of the world’s greatest
engineers; and as a fitting tribute to our President, the highest
and greatest dam ever built authorized to be constructed on
that river by the act of Congress of December 21, 1928, shall be
known and designated on the public records as the Hoover Dam.

In the summer of 1930, when the Secretary of the In-
terior, Ray Lyman Wilbur, dedicated the project with appro-
priate ceremonies at the site, he formally christened the
dam the Hoover Dam. Thereafter he wrote the following
letter:

THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR,

Washington, September 17, 1930.
Dr. ELwoop MEaDp,

Commissioner of Reclamation, Washington, D. C.

My DeAR Doctor MEap: This is to notify you that the dam which
is to be built in the Colorado River at Black Canyon is to be
called the Hoover Dam,

Sincerely yours,
Ray LyMaN WILBUR.

So that the dam is now officially named by both the
Secretary of the Interior and by Congress.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I yield.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Is this dam being builf
by American labor?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I understand it is.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Colo-
rado has expired.

The question is on the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Arizona.

The amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read down to and including line 21 on page 85.

Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, a few moments
ago I submitted a unanimous-consent request that the com-
plaint filed by the State of Arizona in the Supreme Court of
the United States be permitted to be printed in the REcorp
as an extension of my remarks, at which time the gentleman
from California [Mr. Swinc] put the query, Should the
appendixes likewise be included? To which I replied it was
not necessary. On carefully examining the appendixes, I
find that with one exception they do bear a relation to the
complaint itself and I, therefore, request that the complaint,
with that one exception, be printed in the Recorp,

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to
object, this is a book of 111 pages, of which 40 are in the
complaint and 70 are in the appendixes. I think it is a
very dubious question whether we ought to encumber the
REcorD by printing a book of 111 pages.

Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona. I will withdraw the request.

The Clerk read as follows:

For topographic surveys in various portions of the United States,
$780,000, of which amount not to exceed $360,000 may be expended
for personal services in the District of Columbia: Provided, That
no part of this appropriation shall be expended in cooperation
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with States or municipalities except upon the basis of the State
or municipality bearing all of the expense incident thereto in
excess of such an amount as is necessary for the Geological Sur-
vey, to perform its share of standard topographic surveys, such
share of the Geological Survey in no case exceeding 50 per cent
of the cost of the survey and resulting maps: Provided further,
That $543,000 of this amount shall be available only for such
cooperation with States or municipalities.

Mr. O'CONNELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word for the purpose of asking the gentleman from
Michigan, the chairman of the subcommittee, about this
paragraph beginning in line 22, page 85, and ending in line
10, page 86. It is an item of $780,000, of which amount
not to exceed $360,000 may be expended for personal serv-
ices in the District of Columbia, and that $543,000 of this
amount shall be available only for such cooperation with
States or municipalities. I confess I do not understand

the item.
Mr. CRAMTON. I was unable to catch the gentleman’s
question. o

Mr. O'CONNELL. It is an item of $780,000, of whi_ch
$360,000 is to be used for personal services in the District
of Columbia, and of the total amount $543,000 shall be
available only for such cooperation with States or mu-
nicipalities. I do not understand that item.

Mr. CRAMTON. Is it the State cooperation which the
gentleman wants to know about?

Mr. O'CONNELL. Yes.

Mr. CRAMTON. The topographic survey of the Unifed
States is authorized, and its expedition was provided for in
the Temple Act a few years ago. The topographic survey
is carried on in part at the exclusive cost of the Federal
Government. That is true as to such projects as national
forests and national parks, where no other agency is bene-
fited. There are many other cases, however—and I may
say in the majority of cases—where a State in its road-
building program or otherwise is interested in the results
of such surveys. They may desire the survey carried on in
a different way than the Federal Government would for its
own purposes alone, carried to a greater extent and at
greafer expense. So we have for a long time provided for
cooperation in such cases, not more than half from the Fed-
eral Government and at least half from a State or munici-
pality. Our policy in the last few years has been to
appropriate enough to meet whatever cooperation is offered
by the State.

Mr. O'CONNELL. Outside of the usual routine of the
Federal Government’s program the gentleman means?

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes.

Mr. O'CONNELL. This $543,000 is for that purpose?

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. It is a program which has been
under way for a number of years.

Mr. O'CONNELL. It was not clear to me and that is why
I asked the question.

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

The Clerk read as follows:

For gaging streams and determining the water supply of the
United States, the investigation of underground currents and arte-
sian wells, and the preparation of reports upon the best methods
of utilizing the water resources, $872,000; for operation and main-
tenance of the Lees Ferry, Ariz., gaging station and other base
gaging stations in the Colorado River drainage, $48,000; in all,
$711,000, of which amount not to exceed $160,000 may be expended
for personal services in the District of Columbia: Provided, That
no part of this appropriation shall be expended in cooperation
with States or municipalities except upon the basis of the State
or municipality bearing all of the expense incident thereto in
excess of such an amount as is necessary for the Geological
to perform its share of general water-resource investigations, such
share of the Geological Survey in no case exceeding 50 per cent
of the cost of the investigation and of the printing of the result-

ing reports: Provided further, That $552,000 of this amount shall
be available only for such cooperation with States or munici-

palities.

Mr. HILL of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike
out the last word. I would like to ask the chairman of the
committee for information about this paragraph. In the
committee’s report, on page 6, it is stated:

In the item for stream gaging and water-supply investigations
the Budget included $190,000 to enable the Geological Survey to
carry on certain work heretofore provided for in the Army appro-
priation bill,
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I would like to ask the chairman if the full amount of
$190,000, as estimated by the Budget, is carried in this bill?

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes; that $190,000 is carried and, I
think, $10,000 more, if I remember correctly. Has the gen-
tleman read the letter from Mr. Sears, the Acting Director
of the Geological Survey?

Mr. HILL of Washington. Yes; I have read that letter.

Mr. CRAMTON. From that letter it will appear that the
Geological Survey has been carrying on certain cooperative
water investigations and stream-gaging efforts on a coop-
erative basis, very similar to the topographic surveys, but
until a year or two ago the Federal Government was not
providing enough money to meet the desires of the States
for such cooperation, and the States were insistent that we
should treat that ifem as we have been treating the topo-
graphic survey item, and that we should really meet 50-50
the States on such projects as the States were interested in.
We have been doing that in the current year and in the
bill before you. At the same time the Army had been build-
ing up certain activities duplicating the efforts of the Recla-
mation Service and the Geological Survey, a practice I have
criticized on the floor several times.

With reference to siream gaging, a part of their appro-
priation for the investigation of streams, with reference to
irrigation, water power, flood control, and so forth, was
turned over to the Geological Survey in order that the
Geological Survey might do the work for the Army, using a
part of the Army appropriation. Further than that, the
Army was carrying on certain stream-gaging activities of
its own, with a personnel not as expert, of course, as that of
the Geological Survey. For some reason they have changed
their policy, and in this Budget it is proposed that this
activity, heretofore carried on by the Army, whether previ-
ously done by the Geological Survey or not, shall hereafter
be done by the Geological Survey with the money carried
in this bill. When that came to the attention of the com-
mittee we asked the Director of the Geological Survey to
advise us as to the character of those projects. While car-
ried in the Army bill, whether the work was done by the
Army or the Geological Survey, it was a 100 per cent Federal
expenditure. We asked the Director of the Geological Sur-
vey, before we took those projects over into this bill, to ad-
vise us as to the character of the items, and he set them
forth in the letter referred to, from which it appears that
some little projects now carried on are not proposed to be
continued and as to those that are to be continued there is
a certain number of them that under the past policy of this
item should be cooperative. As to those items that should
be cooperative, some of the States may not have the money
available to put up their share, and until those States do
have the money available to put up their share the work
will be suspended. But so far as the States are ready to
proceed with their work, or if there are any other projects
that are proper, we are prepared to appropriate to meet
the State contribution.

Mr. HILL of Washington. Then the $190,000, or the
money that is provided in this bill to carry on the activities
heretofore carried on under War Department appropriations,
will go into the Geological Survey funds on a cooperative
basis, I take it? -

Mr. CRAMTON. In so far as it is a proper one.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wash-
ington has expired.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the gentleman may proceed for five additional
minutes.

The CHATRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman from
Washington is recognized for five additional minutes.

Mr. CRAMTON. There are some that were formerly car-
ried in the Army bill that will continue to be purely Federal
projects.

Mr. HILL of Washington. They are purely of a nonco-
operative character.

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes; where it is a national problem. I
may say to the gentleman that what the committee did is
this. Without regard to what the Budget had recom-
mended, we have recommended the amount of money that
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the Geological Survey thinks is necessary to take care of
the needs of this item, including the transfers from the
Army.

Mr. HILL of Washington. The gentleman has answered
the question I had in mind, and I yield back the balance of
my time, Mr. Chairman.

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

The Clerk read as follows:

Total, United States Geological Survey, $3,132,740.

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last ward.

I would like to ask the chairman of the committee, in
connection with the gaging of streams, whether the lan-
guage includes the continuation of gaging the waters of
the St. Marys River in connection with international bound-
ary matters between the United States and Canada and the
Milk River irrigation project.

Mr. CRAMTON. I can not speak positively, but I note
from the hearings that Dr. George Otis Smith included that
particular project as one having a Federal interest, but
whether it is exclusively Federal I am not prepared to say.
I note further in the letter to which I have referred, on page
374, is a list of the stations involved, and I find that in
Montana the total number of stations at present is 31; 27
of these are considered as of the cooperative type, 4 are
considered of the Federal type, and none is to be aban-
doned.

Mr. LEAVITT. None should be abandoned.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LEAVITT. Yes, indeed.

Mr. STAFFORD. I notice there has been an inordinate
increase in the appropriation under this item from $460,000,
as carried last year, to $711,000, as provided in the current
bill. Is this due to some exceptional increase of work?
Twenty-five years ago the then chairman of the Commit-
tee on Appropriations, Mr. Tawney, fought this item most
vigorously as not being a proper activity of the National
Government. The Geological Survey was measuring the
water flow of little trout streams and the like and estab-
lishing permanent stations there which were of no national
value, and it was his opinion then that the entire amount
should be eliminated from the bill. Now, we have an in-
crease of over $200,000 in comparison with the amount car-
ried last year.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, the situation is that the
appropriation for the current year is $510,000. The Budget
estimate was $700,000, which would mean an increase of
$190,000 above the current year. I am sure the Budget had
in mind that the $190,000 increase was due to the transfer
of the $190,000 heretofore appropriated to the Army into a
straight appropriation to the Geological Survey. The actual
appropriation recommended by our committee would have
been $720,000, or $20,000 more than the Budget estimate, but
reduced by $9,000 by reason of the elimination of salary in-
crease. So we have recommended $711,000. I am satisfied
that the appropriation made when Mr. Tawney was on the
job was exclusively Federal funds.

Mr. STAFFORD. There is no question of that.

Mr. CRAMTON. And did not involve State matching.
Now, of the item of $711,000 in the bill, $543,000, if I remem-
ber correctly, is to be matched by other funds. So that
with work amounting to one million and a quarter dollars
only $700,000 will be from the Federal Treasury.

Mr. STAFFORD. And yet 15 or 20 years ago this appro-
priation only aggregated about $200,000.

Mr. CRAMTON. The gentleman is correct.

Mr. STAFFORD. I was just speaking from memory, and
I am glad to have the gentleman confirm my statement. It
has now reached $700,000. ;

Mr. CRAMTON. For 1930 the appropriation was $275,000
and for 1931 it is $510,000. This big jump is the one that I
have referred to when we first adopted the policy of pro-
viding enough funds to meet the State funds, and I pre-
sume there has been a marked change in the local demand
for water studies due to power question and questions of
water supply, and all those things.
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Mr, STAFFORD. And flood control?

Mr. CRAMTON. Flood control; yes.

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

The Clerk read as follows:

Glacier National Park, Monf.: For administration, protection,
and maintenance, including necessary repairs to the roads from
Glacier Park Station through the Blackfeet Indian Reservation to
various points in the boundary line of the Glacler National Park
and the international boundary, including not exceeding $1,300
for the purchase, maintenance, operation, and repair of motor-
driven passenger-carrying vehicles for the use of the superintend-
ent and employees in connection with general park work, $210,000;
for construction of physical improvements, $48,500, including not
exceeding $10,300 for the construction of buildings, of which not
exceeding 83,500 shall be available for a ranger station, $6,600 for
four comfort stations, $1,500 for a shelter cabin; in all $256,500.

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. The chairman of the committee knows that for
a number of years I have been very much interested in the
Transmountain Highway across the Glacier gNational Park
by the way of Logan Pass, and I think the committee would
appreciate a statement as to its present status.

Mr. CRAMTON. The committee is well aware of the in-
terest of the gentleman from Montana, and I am happy to
be able to assure the gentleman that if the bill passes in its
present form we expect to see the completion of that trans-
mountain road at an early date.

Mr. LEAVITT. What would be the estimate of the time
of completion?

Mr. CRAMTON. This bill carries half of the money for
this year and the other half will come in the following year,
and in order both to expedite it and to make it possible to
secure economy, it being necessary to build it in the 2-year
period, rather than one, we have enlarged the authority to
contract carried in the bill, and instead of $2,500,000 it is
$2,850,000. That additional $350,000 is intended for that
road so that when they let the contract in the near future
they will let the contract for the completion of the road.

In connection with that, the reason that it has become
possible is because the private-land situation, which was a
great problem, has very largely been relieved in the past
vear by the purchase of lands along this road, along Lake
McDonald.

In addition, there is an item in the bill for the further land
purchases, and, if t goes through, I hope that will speedily
permit the completion of the privately owned lands along
the roadway.

Mr. LEAVITT. The appropriation included would pro-
vide for the construction of the same character of road as
that which leads up to Logan Pass?

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes.

Mr. LEAVITT. It is the finest transmountain road in the
country.

Mr. CRAMTON. I would not want to agree with that,
definitely, for there are several fine transmountain roads—it
is going to be a wonderful road. The gentleman may be
interested to know that the name has practically been de-
termined, and that it is to be called the “ Going-to-the-Sun
Highway,” which is the Indian name applied to the moun-
tain around which this transmountain road goes.

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Hawaii National Park: For administration, protection, and
maintenance, including not exceeding $600 for the maintenance,
operation, and repair of motor-driven passenger-carrying vehicles
for the use of the superintendent and employees in connection
with general park work, $34,700; for construction of physical im-
provements, $19,900, of which not exceeding £6,600 shall be avail-
able for two employees' quarters, $8,800 for an administration
building, $4,500 for a residence for the United States commis-
sioner; in all, 854,600,

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. Mr. Chairman, I move fo
strike out the last word. Mr. Chairman and members of
the committee, may I not take this opportunity to express
my appreciation of the chairman of this committee for his
uniform courtesy and very sympathetic treatment of all
matters that have to do with Hawaii. I confess not only
my own regret but that of the Territory of Hawaii, at his
early retirment, and hope it will only be temporary.
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I want to take this opportunity to refer to a part of the
appropriation, and am sorry that it was not found possible
to increase the appropriation for rangers for the Hawaii
National Park. There was an increase of two, which makes
the total five rangers.

Mr. CRAMTON. There was a Budget increase and then
the committee increased it by two.

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. The increase of two, making
five altogether.

Mr. CRAMTON. What is the number at the present
time? Three?

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawail. Yes.

Mr. CRAMTON. In addition the Budget recommenda-
tion was for one or two more, and our committee added
two more. I would not speak too definitely as to the Budget
action, but that is my recollection.

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. That is important. With the
addition provided for by the appropriation that will make it
possible to at least increase the force. We have a park there
whose area amounts to 245 square miles, about 160,000 acres,
in which there are two active volcanoes, one at a height of
about 4,000 feet elevation and the other at a height of about
14,000 feet elevation, separated by about 30 miles in dis-
tance, without any connecting road. There are fissures,
there are ash deserts, and there are tropical jungles in this
area.

Mr. CRAMTON. May I say to the gentleman that I have
consulted the hearings and find that the Budget estimates
provided for two additional rangers, and the committee
increased that by two more, so that there is an increase of
four rangers. 3

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. That is very fine indeed. I
misunderstood the facts. I merely want to emphasize the
_necessity for relief in this area. Before the last session of
Congress there was a duplication of authority. Both the
Territory and the Federal Government had authority over
the national park, whereas at the present time exclusive
jurisdiction is in the hands of the Federal Government.

., - There is, therefore, a greater necessity for ranger service.

Within this national park at Kilauea there is a pit, at the
present time about 1,100 feet deep, 3,500 feet wide in one
direction and about 3,000 feet wide in another. The edges
of this pit are perpendicular, and cracks extend back from
the edge of the pit some distance. There is frequent
avalanching, so that it may well be seen how necessary it
is to have adequate protection. In an ordinary year about
120,000 visitors visit the park, and recently, when the vol-
cano was active, there were 25,000 people who visited the
pit within five days. The amount of lava that flows into
this pit has been estimated recently, when the volcano be-
came active, as being about 115,000 tons per hour; and
there has been developed a lake which covers about 100
acres in area and is estimated to be about 90 feet deep.
The excess molten material that enters this pit falls over
the edges and disappears into the bowels of the earth. It
is for that reason that I invite attention to the great neces-
sity of having adequate ranger protection.

I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks and to
include some further data with respect to the park and
also an editorial published in the Honolulu paper with
respect to the road connecting the two pits.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Hawaii asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the REcorp and
to include therein a certain editorial. Is there objection?

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I object to the
editorial,

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. Then, Mr. Chairman, I with-
draw the request for the editorial and ask unanimous con-
sent to extend my remarks in the REcorb.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. Mr. Chairman, Hawaii Na-
tional Park contains among other features a very spectacu-
lar volcanic element, Nothing in the world can equal it as
a spectacle when in action, nor is there anything similar in
the world which can so easily be visited. Tremendous foun-
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tains of molten lava can issue through the bottom of 1,100~
foot deep Halemaumau pit, on the slopes of Mauna Loa, or
at any point along a 10-mile rift running through the park,
and this can and does occur without a moment’s warning.
So far, since 1790, when a Hawaiian army was wiped ouf by
an explosive eruption, but one person has been injured here.
Such a record has been due more to good fortune than to
preventive measures. The fremendous forces which make
possible the spectacular flow of boiling liquid rock, together
with the ease by which the phenomena may be viewed, can,
if nature so wills it, just as suddenly turn into a disaster.
Nature can not be controlled, but with a proper personnel
crowds and crowd movements can be.

At present automobiles approach to within 300 feet of the
rim of Halemaumau, the fire pit of Kilauea crater. From
there persons go on foot to the very edge of the pit, the
dimensions of which are now 1,100 feet deep, 3,500 feet long,
and 3,000 feet wide. Pit walls are not only sheer, but in most
places the top rim overhangs the lower portions. Earth-
quakes and lava pressure have caused innumerable earth
cracks to occur at intervals all along the pit edges. It is
only from such locations as this that liquid lava issuing
into the pit bottom can be viewed. Such a situation re-
quires a constant ranger patrol from point to point and
crowd to crowd to protect visitors from their own interest—
an intense interest which fascinates from all sense of dan-
ger. Rangers must watch day and night for all ground
movements, for location of avalanching walls, for too great
a crowd collecting in any one spot, for persons standing on
danger areas or too close to overhanging edges, for rowdy-
isms, which is extremely dangerous, and at the same time be
ready to handle a sudden panic should explosion or violent
earthquake occur. This patrol is both a day and night task,
with by far the greater need being between the hours of 6
p. m, and 12 p. m.

For a period of years up fo 1922 the fire pit Halemaumau
always contained molten lava. Starting in 1922 and end-
ing in 1924 by an explosive eruption, which enlarged the pit
to four times its former area, the lava disappeared from
view. Since then it has gradually been coming back
through eruptive periods of increasing length and of closer
frequency. During 1929 we have had two eruptions within
five months and weeks of property-damaging earthquakes
which shook the entire group of islands. The Government
scientists, who are constantly on the ground, have deter-
mined that volcanic action runs in well-defined cycles of
time. Based on these studies they foresee during the calen-
dar year 1930—by what is expected to be a semipermanent
return of lava—the beginning of a new cycle.

Between 1922 and 1930, not only has tourist travel in-
creased but the progress of the automobile has put trans-
portation within the reach of thousands in every locality.
The increase in automobiles during the same period is prob-
ably much more striking here in Hawaii than it may be on
the mainland where their introduction and good roads oc-
curred sooner. At any rate, there is no comparison between
travel in this park in 1922 and that which now occurs dur-
ing eruptive periods. Roads leading to and in the park
are a constant stream of traffic day and night. The night
spectacle being even more wonderful than the day event,
car numbers increase with darkness. And they must be
handled or confusion, accidents, and untold trouble results.
During the July eruption of 1929 we had 25,000 persons at the
fire pit during four days. Our small force being entirely
unable to handle them we were forced to call for aid from
Hilo police. At any day we will be called upon to take care
of an equal or greater situation. Not only is the size of our
crowds great but they are composed of as cosmopolitan a
gathering as can be found anywhere. Hawaiians, Japa-
nese, Chinese, Filipinos, Koreans, Portuguese, whites, and
what not. Most of them, lacking a natural driver’s instinct,
become confused and must be handled individually.

The responsibility for the safe-keeping and proper han-
dling of park visitors is the Government's. We can not ex-
pect the Hilo police to shoulder our troubles always, and
the nature of this task is such that its performance can
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not be postponed or neglected for an instant. Should an
avalanche at the pit edge carry several lives with it we
would be blamed.for lack of proper precautionary measures;
should traffic become hopelessly jammed and accidents re-
sult the fault would be ours; should a seemingly safe lava
flow suddenly turn into a roaring explosive eruption it would
be our responsibility to direct everyone to safety as effi-
ciently as possible and then to keep them there. The exist-
ing force of three permanent rangers can not do this and
at the same time handle traffic at the park hotel, as well
as maintain.the regular patrols throughout the park in
order to enforce rules and regulations and protect our other
but less spectacular natural features.

Emergency employment is not to be depended upon to
protect visitors to a volcano. Men trained in what to do,
not subject to crowd excitement, but cool and efficient,
are what we must have. No other park or branch of the
Government has a similar situation. A volcano is not a
plaything and does not wait the coming of the fiscal year.
Scientific study now indicates that lava may return here
to stay at any time, and should we be caught unprepared I
fear the consequences. The eruptions of February and July,
1929, showed very forcibly what the possibilities are.

The Clerk read as follows:

Hot Springs National Park, Ark.: For administration, protection,
.maintenance, and improvement including not exceeding $1,830 for
the purchase, maintenance, operation, and repair of motor-driven
passenger-carrying vehicles for the use of the superintendent and
employees in connection with general park work, $85,300; for con-

struction of physical improvements, $4,000, of which $3,500 shall
_be available for an employee's quarters; in all $89,300.

Mr. SLOAN. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for five minutes out of order.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SLOAN. While the subject of appropriations for na-
tional parks is being considered permit me to call your
-attention to H. R. 3572, introduced by me on May 31, 1929.

It provides for the purchase of the following-described
tract of land: The south half of the northwest quarter,
northeast quarter of the northwest quarter, and the south-
west quarter of the northeast quarter of section 26, town-
ship 4, north, range 5, east of the sixth principal meridian,
in Gage County, Nebr., that this tract be designated as the
“ Homestead National Park of America.” It also provides
that an appropriation in the sum of $50,000 be made to
carry this measure into effect.

The title fairly indicates the purpose of the bill. The
great homestead law enacted on May 20, 1862, which came
into effect on January 1, 1863, was the culmination of a
legislative struggle lasting for a decade and which, finally
enacted, opened for entry a large part of the Louisiana Pur-
chase to our citizens and those who would make citizenship
declarations, civil and military, with favoring conditions
for the latter.

This 10-year struggle was led by Galusha Grow, Congress-
man from Pennsylvania, and others. It will be recalled that
Galusha Grow afterwards became Speaker of the House of
Representatives, and his picture hangs in the corridor
adjoining this Hall.

In the organization of this Government its most extensive,
if not most marketable, asset was its then public domain,
which increased with the expansion of the country.

The genius of early as well as later statesmanship was
taxed to so control and dispose of public domain as to meet
the present necessities and reserve a fair amount of justice
for the generations to come. There were those who believed
that the public domain should be given forthwith to the
States. But that could not be agreed upon any more than
we can agree right now upon opening our Treasury to the
demands of the States for their distribution among the
people for whom the States themselves should be primarily
responsible.

Then there were many who believed that the public do-
-main should be sold cheaply, and with the price established
‘'would constitute some basis of credit for the country before
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sale, and some small addition to the Treasury, if sale be
made.

Then there were those who believed in giving on most
insignificant terms the public domain in small tracts, the
conditions for their acquiring complete title, amounting to
little exertion and no pay.

Behind all these plans was the question of broad national
policy in so encouraging the distribution of our population
that the great overshadowing question of bond or free should
be influenced or settled according to the differing views of
the different sections of the country, and their representa-
tives at the National Capital.

In fact a most cursory, as well as a deep study of our
national domain’s history, will convince anyone that the
second important proposition from 1789 to 1862 was the
problem of free land under proper conditions.

In the decade of struggle preceding the homestead act of
1862 the names of Grow,; Cobb, and Dawson were as familiar
in the land controversies as were those of Seward, Sumner,
and Lovejoy on the question of free men.

The tract I have described was the first entry under the
homestead law. It lies, of course, in the fourth congres-
sional district of Nebraska. Where else would the numerous
appropriate conditions for a national park concenter? There
it lies not far from the geographic center of the United
States within 20 miles of the fortieth parallel of latitude,
which divides fhe two war-born States of Nebraska and
Kansas. It is in a picturesque and beautiful valley, liberally
wooded by adventitious distribution of nature and the fore-
sight of resident homesteaders, who proudly call themselves
citizens of the Tree Planters’ State.

It is the center of that best part of this country, within
a radius of 100 miles where ready shift can be made from
the world’s crop, wheat, to the American crop, corn; and
whose soil, enriched by rotation of legumes and cereals,
render unnecessary artificial fertilization, so liable to sub-
ject us to the contention of Boulder Dam sites, or vexing
bivalve shoals.

National parks are being laid out in many parts of the
Nation. They are usually in the far-off frontiers, or upon
inaccessible mountain regions, where the penalties of acces-
sion are greater than the possible enjoyment following
arrival.

Often the violence of primeval preparation and upheaval
makes an endless treasury drain in order that they may
be reached, traversed, and enjoyed. This park would be
readily accessible by rubber tire, steel rail, or plane of the
air. Belated or detained visitors need not be concerned with
the possible problem of starvation. The homestead areas
have yielded more gold from their soil manyfold than all
the mountain ranges from which have been carved the
several tracts, which to use and enjoy would seem a viola-
tion of nature’s primeval prohibition.

The Freeman entry upon this tract was romantic and
chivalrous. He was like many eminent Americans born in
Ohio. Long before the senior Longworth in Cincinnati was
gladdened by the vision of the then future Speaker of this
House, who at a very early age is said to have shouted his
triumph over restraint to liberty, Dan Freeman graduated
at the Eclectic Medical Institute at Cincinnati. He prac-
ticed his profession at Ottawa, Ill., when Lincoln at Spring-
field was preparing for the Presidency. When war came
he preferred to carve resisting men to sawing the bones of
etherized patients. So in 1861 the surging blood of his for-
bears who fought in the Revolution, battled on the right
side in 1812, where gringos at Palo Alto and Chapultepec,
enlisted, followed when he had to, and led when he could,
entered the war when it started and stayed to the end.

He was on the United States scout duty in and about
Brownsville, Nebr., and on furlough late in 1862. There he
learned of the homestead law, and like many another
American, looking out for “ No. 1,” filed just after midnight
January 1, 1863, upon the tract described. He immediately
returned to his service and received his final certificate on
January 20, 1868, and his patent September 1, 1869,
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Here he made and continued his home for more than 50
years. His widow and sons survive him and the title is in
them; for sale only to the Government of the United States.

Scanning hurriedly a biography of Galusha Grow, father
of the homestead act, I was interested in the prominence
that he gave, first, to the homestead legislation; and second,
to the interesting character, Daniel Freeman, who made the
first entry. In this book of Galusha Grow’s life twice ap-
peared the picture of Daniel Freeman. Then also appears
a photostatic copy of the Freeman patent. Concerning the
Preeman enfry Galusha Grow years after spoke as follows:

There are two interesting incidents connected with the final
passage of the original free homestead bill. First, it took effect on
the day of Lincoln’s Emancipation Proclamation. Second, the first
settler under the homestead bill, which provided free homes for
free men, was named Freeman. Daniel Freeman, of Beatrice, Gage
County, Nebr., was a Union soldier home on a furlough which
would expire on the 2d or 3d day of January, 1863. At a little
past midnight on the 1st day of January, 1863, he made his entry
in the land office of his district and left his home the same day
to take his place again in the ranks of the tented flelds. His
entry was No. 1, his proof of residence was No. 1, his patent was
No. 1, recorded on page 1 of book 1 of the Land Office of the United
States. The first settler under this law was a Freeman, and I
trust that the last of its beneficilaries In the long-coming years
of the future will be a freeman.

I do not know of any memorial or other outstanding recog-
nition of the Government to the homestead legislation to its
eminent author, or its first beneficiary. The Daughters of
the American Revolution have placed a suitable bronze tablet
fronting the home, identifying this remarkable tract. But it
would seem that this great constructive legislation, which
furnished such a wholesome outlet for the returning soldiers
of the Civil War, and for all citizens and bona fide declar-
ants who desired to better their stations, improve their citi-
zenship, educate their families, and feed the Nation; this
Congress, or one of its successors, should take the initial
steps for suitable recognition of this epochal period in our
history, and the marvelous expansion and success of this
great national homestead enterprise.

I can conceive of no better place, no finer sentiment, no
more appropriate time than now for this Congress to estab-
lish this proposed Homestead National Park of America.
[Applause.]

Mr. GLOVER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. I feel that I should say at least for the people of
the Hot Springs National Park that we deeply appreciate
the splendid consideration the committee has given us in
this appropriation. It is somewhat larger than it usually is
and some items are taken care of that are badly needed. I
received an invitation to-day to be present at the opening
of the great Carpenter Dam to public use on next Thursday,
a project which has cost $7,000,000, and is within 4 miles of
this great Hot Springs National Park. The completion of
this dam makes a lake of 10,000 acres, which will be the
finest fishing and boating resort of any place in the Nation.

We invite the chairman of this subcommittee, who has
given it so much consideration, to visit this great resort dur-
ing his vacation time. We invite him to avail himself of
the opportunity to come to this splendid resort for which he
has done so much and where he has made so many friends.
We certainly invite the gentleman to come down there and
spend all his leisure time in this great resort that he has
helped to build up. [Applause.]

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

The Clerk read as follows:

Zion National Park, Utah: For administration, protection, and
maintenance, including not exceeding $1,200 for the purchase,
maintenance, operation, and repair of motor-driven passenger-
carrying vehicles for the use of the superintendent and employees
in connection with general park work, $41,000; for construction of
physical improvements, $13,100, including not exceeding $8.200 for
the construction of buildings, of which not exceeding $5,000 shall
be available for an employee's quarters, $1,800 for a comfort
station; in all, $54,100.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, under Yosemite, I desire
to call to the attention of those interested a problem that
has arisen there that is of considerable importance, namely,
the method of getting up to Glacier Point.
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Mr. STAFFORD. Has the Government in recent years
made any highways by way of Happy Islands, up the
Illilouette Canyon to Glacier Point?

Mr. CRAMTON, No; and such route would be extremely
expensive, and my present thought is would constitute a
very undesirable disfigurement. The only highway now from
the fioor of the valley to Glacier Point goes out the other
way, and is about 24 miles in distance, but it is not yet
improved, and to be properly constructed will be very diffi-
cult. I have in mind also that the opportunity for terminal
facilities at Glacier Point is very limited. Pagking space is
very limited.

Mr. STAFFORD. It is not contemplated to increase the
capacity of the trail leading from the floor of the valley
directly up to Glacier Point?

Mr. CRAMTON. There are four ways of getting up to
Glacier Point. The first, by a very arduous foot trail, 2
miles to make the 3,600-foot rise, and a second one of 4
miles. There is a horseback trail of 11 miles and an auto-
mobile route of 24 miles over a poor road. The proposition
that I want to speak about has to do with a possible steel-
cable construction to take them from the floor of the valley
to the Point.

Mr. STAFFORD. To have a sort of elevator lift them up
from the floor of the valley to Glacier Point above?

Mr. CRAMTON. Not directly; but a steel cable, which I
am assured can be so placed that it would not be visible in
the sky line at all.

Mr. STAFFORD. Well, it might be feasible as an engi-
neering project, but does the gentleman think it would be
practical from a business standpoint?

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes; it is considered to be feasible. Its
construction would not have to be at Government expense.
The principal question involved is an esthetic one as to-
whether that means of locomotion should be applied in a
national park, and it is complicated somewhat by those who
really are not very anxious to have people get to Glacier
Point, anyway, keeping it inaccessible. I would like to have
the gentleman reserve judgment on it.

Mr. STAFFORD. 1 certainly will, because my present
opinion is not very favorable to a project for a cable to lift
passengers 3,600 feet up in the air.

Mr. CRAMTON. That is based, I suppose, on the financial
possibilities,

Mr. STAFFORD. Based on chimerical possibilities.

Mr. CRAMTON. The method is used generally in the
Alps, I will say to the gentleman.

Mr. STAFFORD. With the increased use of airships, I
think perhaps it would be much more feasible to spend
money to take passengers up by airship rather than by a
basket attached to a cable.

Mr. CRAMTON. There is an interesting proposal under
discussion in California at the present time as to how Glacier
Point, overlooking the Yosemite Valley, shall be made
accessible.

Since 1874 it has been accessible by a road and from time
to time trails have been built leading from the floor of
Yosemite Valley to the spectacular lookout point above.
The Glacier Point road is narrow, has many sharp curves
and heavy grades. It is already totally inadequate for the
traffic that it must sustain. It must be rebuilt relatively
soon. The road itself, however, is not the principal compli-
cation. Glacier Point is a narrow point of land dropping
sharply to the precipice where the overhanging rock affords
the plunging view to the valley 3,200 feet below. There is
no space on the Point for parking areas. If a road is built,
it appears that parking areas must be constructed well
above the point and that great expense must be incurred in
building facilities for reaching the point itself, perhaps even
constructing a mechanically operated framway. It is doubt-
ful whether the road can be kept open in winter, when quite
as many people from the eastern part of the country visit
the park as in summer.

The plan that is being discussed to meet all these ob-
stacles contemplates the erection of a cableway or ropeway,
as it is now called, from the valley floor near the point
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where Illilouette Creek enters the Merced to Glacier Point
at a terminal near the hotel. Apparently this ropeway
could be seen from certain trails, but never would the wires
be seen against the skyline. There would be no cutting
into the cliffs or destruction of trees. There are upward of
30 such ropeways in the Alps used annually by millions of
people, a pretty large percentage of which are Americans.

This proposal opens the question as to what facilities
should be provided for the public to enjoy the great natural
wonders that are included in the parks. Each national
park is set aside because it contains some natural feature
so beautiful and so inspiring that it is in the interest of
the people of the entire Nation to have it forever preserved.
The central feature in each park which caused the park to
be established in the first place, the thing that makes the
area of national park caliber, the thing that gives it na-
tional and international fame, of course, should be seen
by everybody, old and young, the sick and the healt.hy the
weak and the strong.

Yosemite Valley is the world famous central feature of
Yosemite National Park. It is universally called * The val-
ley incomparable.” It is fully accessible by roads and
trails so far as the valley itself is concerned, but one has
not seen the valley unless he has also viewed it from Glacier
Point. This point is quite as important as the domes,
spires, cliffs, and waterfalls, and all of these are to be seen
in a different perspective from Glacier Point than from
the floor of the valley. Glacier Point must be available to
everybody and must be as accessible as the valley floor.
Having reached this conclusion it would seem that provid-
ing the means of accessibility does not noticeably impair
the great natural feature which caused the park to be
_created, such means of accessibility should be employed

whether it be a road or trail or a mechanical means of
transportation. Certainly, it would seem that the ropeway
if not more noticeable than a road or trail could be consid-
ered, especially if it provides quick, cheap, and an all-year-
round accessibility to a view that everyone should have the
opportunity to enjoy.

Of course, the danger of ever admitting mechanical means
of transportation into a national park is that there may
be a tendency to employ this means in cases where it is
not absolutely necessary to do so. In the particular case
under discussion the ropeway should not be thought of if
Glacier Point can be reached by a road which would have
adequate terminal facilities and be accessible for all-year-
round use. The thing that troubles me is that here we
‘have a situation where an outstanding feature in the na-
tional system, one that was certainly largely responsible
for the creation of the park, can not be reached by all the
people at all times of the year. The altitude is high, ap-
proximately 7,500 feet. Even people of normal health at
sea level could not exert themselves at this altitude. Rela-
tively few people can now reach and enjoy this outstanding
viewpoint. Some way must be found for them to do so.
The question is, Should a mechanical device, merely because
it is a mechanical device, be given no consideration in
‘attempting to solve this problem?

Such a position is not, in my judgment, tenable. If it
is desirable that a certain region be made accessible to the
general public, the means of opening it to the public is
not very material so long as such means are not themselves
of such a character as to disfigure or injure the park, whether
it be a road, a trail, or a steel cable. It is not desirable
that every region be made equally accessible, and I hope
that some regions never will become easily accessible.
Large wilderness areas must be retained, and easily may be
in such parks as Yosemite, Yellowstone, Glacier, Sequoia,
Rocky Mountain, Great Smoky, and others. Yosemite, with
its 1,138 square miles of area, has much territory that has
scarcely ever been visited. But the past policy for a half
century, the present development, the pressing need for
relief of congestion in the wvalley, and the fact that the
superlative beauty of that world-famed panorama can be
seen so much better from Glacier Point than otherwise

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

DECEMBER 12

all forbid the idea that Glacier Point should be made in-
accessible or continued of such difficult accessibility as at
present.

The need for improved access to that point exists. The
cable idea appears to have much to commend it. The mere
fact it is a cable should not cause it to be rejected. If
permission is granted and the cable constructed, it should
not mean the construction of other cables elsewhere, except
where the facts of the particular case fully justify. In this
case, if it be true, as I understand it to be the case, that the
cable and its appurtenant structures will not disfigure the
landscape, I consider the need of further means of access so
urgent that this cable proposal might well have favorable
consideration.

I have mentioned the great congestion in the valley result-
ing from the rapid increase in the number of visitors to the
park attendant upon the building of paved approach roads.
That increase is emphasized by the following table giving
the Yosemite attendance by years:

il e R S22 = 33, 452
1016 = 33, 390
1917 it o e s AL LA S e e S 34, 510
1918_... i -- 83,407
1019 .5 St 58, 362
1920-_.. L 68, 806
A e i Vot D W AR LR e S IR AN 91, 513
Vi - Sl MO oS fa s RN G FENEE I L I A DLt et 100, 506
1 v e ko e R DL e T S AL TS T 130, 046
R e 105, 894
S B e et o H=Soi 209, 166
e S A L L S e R T L S S 274, 208
1927.... et 490, 430
1928 eat 460, 619
1929 e R 461, 257
1930 i e L e e e b e P g e S S L S 458. 566

The attendance is producing problems that must be solved,
if the Government is to either preserve unspoiled that pre-
eminent scenic area in the valley for future generations, or
make possible its proper enjoyment by the present genera-
tion. In my judgment, anything that will help to take the
throngs away from the valley is worthy of unprejudiced and
open-minded consideration.

The Clerk read as follows:

Appropriations made for the national parks and national monu-
ments shall be available for the giving of educational lectures.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of
order.

To what extent is it purposed to have the National Park
Service provide educational lectures throughout the country
without any limitation on amounts?

Mr. CRAMTON. Not at all. The item in gquestion is to
make it clear that the Park Service can do what I am sure
they have authority to do under the law, but the comptroller
is not quite so sure about it. In the various parks they are
developing more fully than formerly the educational feature,
not of a technical character but to add to the enjoyment and
profit of those who go there. There may be at the camp
fire at night a nature talk with reference to either the flora
or the animals of that region. They are the popular type
and they are, in fact, popular with those who attend the
park, but some gquestion has been raised as to whether the
appropriations can properly be used for that purpose. We
could clearly have put language to this effect in each of the
park appropriations and no point of order would have been
good, but to simplify it we proposed this one paragraph, that
would apply to all parks, and it relates to talks in the park.

Mr. STAFFORD. But I call the gentleman'’s attention to
the fact that the language is broader than that. I have no
objection to the paragraph if the gentleman will limit it to
lectures given in the park. This phraseology would author-
ize the expenditure of money for lectures anywhere in the
country. If we are going to pursue that policy, there should
be some limitation on the amount of money for that purpose.

Mr. CRAMTON. The gentleman will notice the language:

Appropriations for the national parks and national monuments—

That means the appropriation for each of the parks and
monuments—

shall be available for the giving of educational lectures.




1930 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 653

And I will have no objection to adding the word “ therein ”
at the end of the paragraph.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin
yield?

Mr. STAFFORD. I yield.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If the gentleman wishes to limit if,
that is all right; but lectures of this kind would be very
valuable in the cities.

Mr. STAFFORD. Oh, if we are going to pursue that
policy, then this large appropriation should be limited for
that purpose. We should not give permission ad libitum for
promiscuous lectures throughout the country, allowing some
specially designated employee to go here and there at the
expense of the Government.

Mr. CRAMTON. The only thought of the members of
the committee was for talks in the park areas, and if the
point of order is not insisted upon I will move to amend
by inserting the word “therein” at the end of the para-
graph. I am sure the suggestion I have made will accom-
plish the purpose.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the reser-
vation of the point of order, with that understanding.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan offers
an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr. Cramron: Page 106, line 3, after the word
“ Jectures,” insert the word *“ therein.”

The amendment was agreed to.
The Clerk read as follows:

For the acquisition of privately owned lands and/or standing
timber within the boundaries of existing national parks and na-
tional monuments to be expended only when matched by equal
amounts by donation from other sources for the same purpose,
to be available until expended, $1,000,000: Provided, That in addi-
tion to the amount herein appropriated, the authority granted to
the Secretary of the Interior in the Interior Department appro-
priation act for the fiscal year 1930, to Incur obligations and enter
into contracts for additional acquisition of such lands and/or
timber is, to the extent of $1,000,000, hereby continued until
availed of as matching funds from outside sources are donated for
the same p , and his action in doing sc shall be considered
contractual obligations of the Federal Government: Provided fur-
ther, That the sum herein appropriated shall be available to reim-
burse any future donor of privately owned lands and/or standing
timber within the boundaries of any existing national park or
national monument to the extent of one-half the actual purchase
price thereof: Provided further, That as part consideration for the
purchase of lands, the SBecretary of the Interior may, in his dis-
cretion and upon such conditions as he deems proper, lease lands
purchased to the grantors for periods, however, not to exceed the
life of the particular grantor, and the matching of funds under
the provisions hereof shall not be governed by any cash value
placed upon such leases: Provided further, That appropriations
heretofore and herein made for the purchase of privately owned

* lands and/or standing timber in the national parks and national

monuments shall be available for the payment in full of expenses
incident to the purchase of said lands and/or standing timber:
Provided further, That not to exceed $200,000 of this appropriation
shall be, and is hereby, authorized to be used in the fiscal year
1931 and thereafter for the payment in full of the purchase price
of any said lands and/or standing timber as may be agreed to by
the Secretary of the Interior, said amount to be matched by sub-
sequent donations which are not allotted for the purchase of any
specific lands by the donor, the total expenditure of the Federal
Government in any one national park or monument for acquisi-
tion of such lands therein not to exceed 50 per cent of the total
cost of such lands acquired hereafter in any such park or
monument.

Mr, BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order
against the paragraph because it contains numerous mat-
ters of legislation on an appropriation bill unauthorized by
law.

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman reserve his point
of order for the moment?

Mr. BLANTON. I will reserve it, but there are numerous
provisions in this paragraph which are legislation pure and
simple.

Mr. CRAMTON. I would not say quite that. There is
no attempt at anything in the way of permanent legisla-
tion and no attempt to add any provision which has any-
thing to do except with the particular appropriation car-
ried in this paragraph.

Mr. BLANTON. But it enlarges the legislative authority
that was given in the last appropriation bill and extends it.

Mr. CRAMTON. I will concede that there is some lan-
guage there that is subject to a point of order, but I am
sure the gentleman will not make it when I make my state-
ment; in any event, I hope he will not. The first nine lines
which make the appropriation are not subject to a point
of order. There is authority for that. The provisos are all
provisos that have been carried in connection with similar
appropriations in the past. There is no change in the lan-
guage from similar appropriations in the past, and that
being the case and the provisos being provisos which pro-
tect the Government’s interest, I hope the gentleman will
not press his point of order. I repeat, there is nothing that
has any effect beyond the life of this particular appropria-
tion bill.

Mr. BLANTON. Buf when you once grant legislative
authority to the departments in one annual supply bill they
expect it to be repeated annually thereafter in every other
supply bill that comes along, and the result of it is that
the legislative committees of the House have almost ceased
to function.

Mr. CRAMTON. Well, the important thing is that they
have authority to spend the money for buying land. The
appropriation is not subject to a point of order. The next
provision is authority to enter into a contract.

Mr. BLANTON. There is language in the first paragraph
and in the last one which is certainly legislation.

Mr. CRAMTON. Well, I am not contesting that, but I
want to explain just what it means. The first nine lines
of the paragraph are the appropriation, which is not subject
to a point of order.

Mr. BLANTON. I want to ask the gentleman one ques-
tion I am concerned about: Is the gentleman sure that
there is no chance of any of these prefty large sums of
money being expended unwisely and against the interests
of the people of the Government? That is what I am con-
cerned about.

Mr. CRAMTON. They are very carefully expended.

Mr. BLANTON. There is $1,000,000 in one item and
$200,000 in another.

Mr. CRAMTON. No; it is all the same $1,000,000; it re-
lates to $1,000,000 of appropriation and $1,000,000 of author-
ization. There is already an authorization of $1,000,000 to
contract; but that has not been used. In my judgment that
would have continued even if not carried here; but to avoid
any controversy we insert this language, which makes it
clear that there is that $1,000,000, but no more; in other
words, we gave them authority to contract to the extent of
$2,750,000; they have contracted to the extent of $1,750,000,
leaving authority to contract for $1,000,000 more.

Mr. BLANTON. I will state to the gentleman another
thing that is on my mind. I confess that if my confidence in
the Department of the Interior is ever to be restored there
ought to be some move made fo remove an official who is
under this department, who is kept on year after year and
given increased appropriations to handle for the people.
He is Dr. William A. White, out here at the St. Elizabeths
Insane Asylum. If you would remove him I would begin
to have confidence in this department in properly expending
the money of the people.

Mr. CRAMTON. There is no service that is more careful
in its public expenditures than the National Park Service.

Mr. BLANTON. I shall withdraw the reservation of the
point of order.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of
order. I want to ask the gentleman from Michigan—and he
knows my aversion to these gifts—if he would object to an
amendment in line 7 and line 15, page 106, which would
insert just before the word “ donation” the word * uncon-
ditional”? I do not want the Government to spend its
money in the parks and have that money matched by pri-
vate donations which are tied up with all sorts of conditions
as to the name of the park or anything else.

Mr. CRAMTON. I will say to the gentleman that I fear
the amendment he suggests might have complications which
he does not intend. The donations which are now under
way do not carry any such conditions. May I say, for in-
stance, that the outstanding donation of this year—$1,700,000
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by Mr. John D. Rockefeller, jr., to cover the cost of acquiring
13,000 acres of wonderful timber land in the Yosemite—is
absolutely without any strings. The same thing was frue
when he contributed $5,000,000 toward half the cost of the
Great Smoky Mountains Park. There were no strings to it
whatever, so far as the name of the park, and so forth, was
concerned.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That being so, then, my amendment
could not possibly hurt.

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes, it could; and in this way: A part
of the language here provides that if a man owns a summer
home in a park and he likes to go there each summer——

Mr. LAGUARDIA. We have been through that once
before.

Mr, CRAMTON. Well, we want it so that he can give us
a deed for that property and take back a life lease. There
-may be many conditions of that kind that could very prop-
erly attach, but the Park Service does not accept any such
donations with a condition that John Jones’s name is to be
attached to it.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Of course, I am not going to destroy
the possible enlargement of our parks by making a point of
order, now that the Recorp shows clearly that it is the intent
of Congress that no conditions should be attached such as
advertising the name of the donor or any business or any-
thing like that. Of course, if this is abused, we will simply
have to put an end to it.

Mr. CRAMTON. We have had quite a bit of experience
now, and not only may I speak of the attitude of the Park
Service but also the attitude of the donors. I know of no
case where a donor has asked to have his name attached to
the donation.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And there have been no other un-
reasonable conditions?

Mr. CRAMTON. No.

Mr. LAGUARDIA.  And that is true of the donations con-
templated under this paragraph?

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I withdraw the point of order, Mr.
Chairman.

Mr, CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment,
which I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan offers
an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr. CramToN: Page 106, line 9, after the word
“ provided,” insert:

“That the appropriation herein made shall be available to the
extent of one-half the actual purchase price of the certain pri-
vate holdings within sections 33, 34, 85, and 36, T. 4 S, R. 21 E,,
M. D. M., and sections 1, 2, 38, 4, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, T. 5 S,
R. 21 E, M. D. M., California, and traversed in part by the Yo-
semite-Mariposa Grove road: Provided further”——

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of
order.

Mr., CRAMTON. I will be glad if the gentleman will
reserve his point of order.

I will explain the amendment. The gentlemen know that
Yosemite National Park is a mountainous region. There are
elevations there several thousand feet higher than the floor
of Yosemite Valley. One of the outstanding points of in-
terest in the park, one of the world-known features, is the
Mariposa Grove of great trees. The mountainous condition
of the park is such that the road you travel going from
Yosemite Valley to Mariposa Grove has to go outside the
park for a little distance, and in order to authorize the
building of the new road there we had to have special
authority given.

This area is undeveloped except by a certain small hotel
property, but the land has been subdivided, and at the
present time there is nothing to prevent these lots being
sold for summer homes, and so forth, and a great develop-
ment carried on.

I learned a few days ago, after the bill was reported, that
a certain source is prepared to contribute half the cost of
acquiring this area if available at a reasonable price and
donate the land to the Federal Government, which would
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be followed, of course, by acquiring a little niche which
would straighten out the boundary of the park and add this
area to it.

Mr. STAFFORD. Has the gentleman any idea as to the
total cost for the acquisition of this land?

Mr. CRAMTON. Very possibly it will cost us more than
the lands are worth on the basis of any past revenue, but
the price paid will not be greater than the donor feels he
can stand for.

Mr. STAFFORD. Are they heavily wooded?

Mr. CRAMTON. They are beautifully timbered, and we
need the land for the protection of this new highway. Fur-
thermore, the timber is being cut from time to time by the
oWners.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, after the explanation
of the gentleman, I withdraw the reservation of a point of
order. !

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Michigan.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read down to and including line 18, on page 111.

Mr, MURPHY. Mr., Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word.

I offer this motion, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of stat-
ing at this time that as the hour is growing late and it is
the desire of the committee, I am sure, to conclude the con-
sideration of this bill to-day, although I had planned to pay
a tribute of respect to the great chairman of our subcommit-
tae I shall defer doing so until some future opportune time
when I shall ask unanimous consent for that privilege.

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

The Clerk read as follows:

COLUMBIA INSTITUTION FOE THE DEAF

For support of the institution, including salaries and incidental
expenses, books and illustrative apparatus, and general repairs and
improvements, $125,000.

Mr, TILSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. We are approaching the completion of this bill. It
had been my intention to ask the indulgence of the commit-
tee to make some remarks about the chairman of the sub-
committee, whose bill we are now considering. I have had
to change my mind, except for just a word, since I find that
there are so many others who wish to talk on the same sub-
ject that we would probably not finish the bill this after-
noon. So it seems to me that a little later we may have a
special hour when there will be a little more time in which
we may say something of the great value of Mr, CraMTON'S
services in this House and to the country. [Applause.]

When we have such an opportunity I wish to speak of it -
from the standpoint of the floor leader of the House. I
wish to refer to what his services have meant in the trans-
action of the business of the House. In that respect he holds
a unique position among the Members of this House.

Just this afternoon we had an illustration, one of the
best we possibly could have had, of the way in which he
impresses himself upon the membership of the House. Two
very watchful Members of the House, the gentleman from
New York [Mr. LaGuarpia] and the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. Branton], each in his turn pounced upon one para-
graph of this bill which contained matter subject to a point
of order. When the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cram-
ToN] had made his explanation, so clear and so convincing,
both gentlemen withdrew their points of order, so great was
their confidence in the judgment and integrity of the gentle-
man from Michigan [Mr. CramTON]. At some later day
I hope to have more time o speak on this subject, [Ap-
plause.] :

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

The Clerk read as follows:

Toward the construction and equipment of a general library
building, $400,000, to be immediately available, and the Becretary
of the Interior is authorized to enter into contract or contracts
for construction and equipment of such a building to cost not to
exceed $800,000.

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr, Chairman, I offer the following
amendment.
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The Clerk read as follows:
Page 119, lines 8 to 12, inclusive, strike out the paragraph.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman
from Virginia proceeds in support of his amendment I
would like to limit debate on this paragraph and all amend-
ments thereto. If it is agreeable to the gentleman, I ask
unanimous consent that all debate on this paragraph and
all amendments thereto close in 10 minutes, and the gentle-
man from Virginia to be given 5 minutes.

Mr. WOODRUM. I only desire five minutes, but I do not
think that debate ought to be limited to a statement on one
side and one on the other in a matter of this kind.

Mr. CRAMTON. Are there further demands for time?

Mr. WOODRUM. I do not know whether there are or
not.

Mr. CRAMTON. Then, Mr. Chairman, I will ask that all
debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto close
in 20 minutes, 10 minutes on a side.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks
unanimous consent that debate upon this paragraph and
all amendments thereto be limited to 20 minutes. Is there
objection?

There was no objection. ;

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr, Chairman, ladies and gentlesaen of
the committee, the effect of this amendment is to strike out
of this bill a provision put in there by the subcommittee over
the protest of the Bureau of the Budget and the Secretary
of the Interior, providing for the beginning of construction
of a library building for Howard University.

Now, ladies and gentlemen of the committee, we thought
we had adopted a policy on these appropriation bills under
the leadership of our chairman of confining appropriations
to absolutely necessary projects. In line with that policy,
we denied the Government employees an increase in their
salaries, which had been approved by the Budget and the
President.

We come to this bill, in which there is a provision for
Howard University. The Bureau of the Budget recom-
mended $1,160,000 for this university for this year. The
university went to the Bureau of the Budget and the Secre-
tary of the Interior and asked for a library building. I have
no way of knowing what was said to them, but I do know
that it was not approved, and I do know that you will find
in the hearings before the subcommittee, on page 22, a
statement by the Secretary of the Interior responding to
questions by the chairman of the subcommittee in which he
announced that he does not think that the appropriation
for this university should be materially increased at this
time, but that the university should gradually be put on -
basis where it would not be dependent for Federal appro-
priations.

In spite of that—in spite of the announced policy of the
committee and of Congress to conserve the resources of the
Government—in the face of a tremendous deficit, in order
to enable us to appropriate liberally for the relief of human
suffering, we are called upon now by this subcommittee to
include here the building of a library for this university
which will cost $800,000.

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield? ;

Mr. WOODRUM. Yes.

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. The $400,000 appropriated will
employ a lot of men here who are out of employment.

Mr. WOODRUM. If there is one place on the face of the
earth that does not need unemployment relief it is the city
of Washington. The city of Washington does not know the
conditions that exist all over this country, in your district
and in mine. There is no unemployment in Washington
except among those who have drifted in here from outside
territory. All of the Federal construction has continued;
all of the Federal employees have continued to draw their
pay checks; and not only that, but you will observe from
these hearings that this appropriation commits the Congress
to a system of appropriations that will run up in 1935 to a
demand of over $3,000,000 from the Federal Government.
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Entirely separate and apart from the fundamental ques-
tion of whether the Federal Government ought to contribute
anything to an institution of this kind, we are faced with
the fact that we can not justify the action of our commit-
tee—the committee of which I am a member—in denying
the money to the Government employees and at the same
time of appropriating this money for the building of this
library. No matter how desirable it may be, it certainly
is not a necessity at this time. This Government has been
liberal with this educational institution, and in this bill the
Bureau of the Budget recommends to Congress $1,160,000
for their activities, and included in that is a sum of about
$250,000 for the completion of a classroom, $225,000 for the
building of an underground heating system, and none of
those items are interfered with by my amendment. I simply
want to say to Howard University, as we have said to the
Government clerks and other Government activities, that
in these perilous times in our Government they must econ-
omize and be reasonable in their demands, and that only
unnecessary and unreasonable demands will be denied.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Vir-
ginia has expired.

Mr, MURPHY. Mr. Chairman and members of the com-
mittee, I am amazed at the statement of my friend from Vir-
ginia [Mr. Woobprum], who claims to be a lover of an under-
priviliged people, when he comes before this committee this
afternoon and protests the furnishing to these people of
educational facilities. I ask the gentleman, what he ex-
pects the future to bring to the 10,000,000 colored men and
women and boys and girls in America, if he is going to deny
them an opportunity for education? Will the gentleman
answer that? ' :

Mr. WOODRUM. I say to the gentleman that if he was in
the room when I made my speech he would not ask such a
question. I have not advocated any such proposition as the
gentlman insinuates.

Mr. MURPHY. Then I say to the gentleman that he
speaks so loud that I can not hear what he says.

Mr. WOODRUM. The gentleman has asked me a ques-
tion, will he permit me to answer it?

Mr. MURPHY. That is all right; the gentleman need not
answer it.

Mr. Chairman, I do not rise here in a controversial spirit,
but I do believe that this great Government of ours should
spend some money to furnish educational facilities for the
10,000,000 colored men and women of this country. We are
spending in this bill $23,000,000 to look after the Indians
and the Eskimos and a lot of other folks that are under-
privileged in this country, and we are asking now something
here to build up an educational institution that will give to
the colored race an opportunity to do for themselves some-
thing worth while, will make it possible for them to enjoy
under our Government the opportunities that we with the
white skins enjoy.

They are not here of their own motion. Some one
brought those colored people here. They are our respon-
sibility, and all we are doing and all we are asking is a
chance to educate them. I am sure that the gentleman
from Virginia [Mr. WooprumM] and the other gentlemen who
profess to care so much about the colored folks will join
me and other members of this committee to-day in voting
to the colored people, 10,000,000 of them, an opportunity
for education. The other day our committee visited this
institution. We found the students there standing around
against the walls, with no chairs to sit on, or all of them
taken, and there were only a few of them. They are
cramped in their quarters, they have not room enough.
They have their books in their hands as they stand against
the wall studying. They can nof go into the Congressional
Library and get books, they can not go to the Carnegie
Library or any of the public libraries to secure textbooks
for their education. There are more than 2,000 of them
in this wonderful school. There is quite a number from
my district in schools here, and we need educated colored
men and women to take care of the health and to teach
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those coming up from the South to work in our mills who
do not understand the liberties' in Ohio and in other States
of the North. They are over in that school from my
district, and I want them to be in that school, because if
they are educated the right way they will go back into my
district and into yours, and they will be no trouble to you.
Your faxes will not be expended in arresting them and
causing them all sorts of distress. No; you will be proud
of them, because they are taught real Americanism in this
school. I wish that every Member of this House could have
been with us the other day when we visited this great school
for the colored people. I wish they could have heard them
sing—and, oh, how little they have to sing about, how little
they have to look forward to. The lines are drawn against
them everywhere, and here in the House of Representatives
I find some of my good friends, for whom I have high
personal regard, seeking to limit their opportunities for
education. I hope the amendment of the gentleman will
be defeated.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio
has expired. '-

Mr. BYRNS. I know that those who come from the sec-
tion from which I come, always, when we undertake to speak
to an amendment of this sort, have to combat what is in the
minds of some to the effect that we are influenced by a ques-
tion of race prejudice. God knows there is nothing of that
kind in my heart. There could not be. I was born and
raised on a farm and the dearest recollection of my youth
is that of an old colored man who lived on that farm until
he was called to a nobie reward.

I used to go down to his little cabin and sit upon the step
while he sat in his door, on twilight evenings in the summer
time, after supper, and listen to him as he picked the banjo
and sang southern plantation melodies and crooned songs
peculiar to his race. ‘I would sit there and listen to his
music and his stories until my mother would call me to come
home. I believe I thought more of old Dan than anybody,

except my parents. So I am not influenced in what I say:

with reference to this amendment by any question of prej-
udice against the colored race. We are confronted with a
deficit of probably $400,000,000. The President has sent a
message here in which he has urged Congress to economize.
He has failed to recommend this appropriation. The Secre-
tary of the Interior has failed also to ask for it. The Director
of the Budget has refused to submit it. Why should Congress
in face of the situation which confronts us at this time,
undertake to put $400,000 into this bill? It is not a question
of education. In my State there is no distinction made be-
tween the two races when it comes to educating them. The
Negro race in Tennessee has the same opportunities of free
schools as the white people. They have State normal schools
in which to train their teachers.

" We have Fisk University in the city of Nashville, the
greatest colored university in this country. It receives no
Government aid. It has a splendid campus and offers the
finest advantages for a higher education to the colored
youth. Why should the Government contribute to Howard
and not to Fisk University? In fact, the Government
makes no donation to schools of any race except to this
one—and to certain schools of the Indians who are wards
of the Nation. There ought not to be any such discrimina-
tion. The Federal Government should not be asked to
maintain any university.

As I say, this is not a question of education. It is a ques-
tion of building a library building which is going to cost
$800,000 before it is completed. In 1927 we appropriated
$568,000 for Howard Universily, and to-day, under the
Budget estimate, we were asked to appropriate $1,160,000,
and the committee has increased that to $1,560,000 at this
time when, as the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WoobrumMm]
says, you are denying other increases on the ground that
we are confronted with a deficit. Why should we under-
take to make a distinction in this case? We will never be
able to explain to the people why we have increased this
appropriation without even a recommendation from the
President or the Secretary of the Interior, when our taxa-
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?13;1 burdens are greater than they have ever been in peace
€s.

My good friend Mr. SprouL said it was a question of taking
care of unemployment. He was answered by the gentleman
from Virginia [Mr., Woobrum], but let me tell him also that
this appropriation does not go into effect until July 1, and
we all know it will be a year after that probably before plans
and specifications are ready and work begun upon this
building. So do not put it upon that ground.

Under the circumstances we ought not to make this
appropriation at this time. It can not be justified on the
ground that it is to relieve unemployment. Do you sup-
pose the President would have refused it if he thought it
was necessary? I hope the amendment will be adopted.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I recognize the peculiar
interest of the gentleman from Illincis [Mr. De Priesrt].
There is only five minutes left, and I want to use some time,
but if it can be done, I will be glad to yield two minutes to
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. D Priest]. I ask unani-
mous consent that the gentleman from Illinois be recognized
for two minutes, and then that I have three minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentle-
man from Illinois. If the gentleman closes in two minutes,
there will be three minutes remaining.

Mr. DE PRIEST. Mr. Chairman and members of the com-
mittee, I am surprised to hear some of the gentlemen of this
House use the unemployment situation as a smoke screen
to defeat the purpose of this bill to appropriate $400,000 to
construct a library at Howard University. I appreciate the
great love they have for these people of mine in the South-
land, where most of them were born, but I can not appre-
ciate failure to give them an opportunity to become better
citizens and become better educated.

Howard University acts as a clearing house to furnish
teachers to the negro children of the Southland. They are
not allowed the privilege of going to the normal schools in
the Southland, where they instruct men and women to be-
come better instructors in the schools, so most of them
come to Howard University in Washington to receive that
education so necessary to go back to the Southland and
educate the black youth.

I know of no States which would be benefited by this
appropriation quite so much as the States south of the
Mason-Dixon line. I hope that every Member from the
South, who loves my racial group so very, very much, will
vote for this appropriation. I appreciate the close contact
they have had with them. I have heard some of them say
time after time that they had suckled at the breasts of
hHlack mammies, and I suppose that is true. They nourished
and grew fat over it. Let the negro boys and girls that
come to Howard University have the best opportunities pos-
sible for the Government to give them, to become more
afficient and to become better citizens, and help make the
negro youth of this country better citizens by giving them
better instruction and better education.

I hope that this will receive the unanimous vote of the
Members on the opposition side of the House. I am satis-
ded if they will think a second time they will vote, as I
2xpect to vote, for this appropriation.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, the item before us has
never specifically come to the attention of the President of
the United States. It has had the consideration of the Sec-
retary of the Interior. I am obliged to correct my friend
from Tennessee [Mr. Byrns]l. It has not been turned down
by the Secretary of the Interior. I hold in my hand a letter
in which the Secretary of the Interior urges this appropria-
tion. It is immediately available——

Mr. BYRNS. Why did he not recommend it to the Bureau
of the Budget if he is for it?

Mr. CRAMTON. Well, he did recommend it to the Bureau
of the Budget.

Mr. BYRNS. And the President did turn it down.

Mr. CRAMTON. I decline to yield further. It is recom-
mended by the Secretary. It is part of a great program to
make Howard University the educational leader of all the
institutions of the country for the negroes. As the gentleman
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from Illinois [Mr. DE Priest] has said, it means much to
the South, where there is an educational awakening for the
negroes. Five thousand schools have been built in the
South by the Julius Rosenwald Fund, and all of those schools
must have the best teachers available.

We propose this because it is meritorious, because Con-
gress has directed the development of Howard University
through Federal contributions, and, with that direction, our
committee has studied a very definite program of expan-
sion, of which this is one item. This is a very meritorious
item, because, with 2,000 students, there is only seating
space for 140 in the library. There are not shelves for the
books. They have thousands of volumes given to them by
philanthropic people and organizations housed in basements
and unused. It is a meritorious item. If it were not some-
thing for the colored race, there would not be the same
attack made upon this item. [Applause.] I say that in
good feeling, but there have been items in this bill for the
Indians, for the construction of a hospital in the district of
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. TavLor], for construction
for the Sequoyah School in Oklahoma; new construction
items, if you please, just like this, that were not recom-
mended by the Budget, but because our committee thought
they were wise and needed improvements we approved them.

The CHAIRMAN. All time has expired.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
' to extend my remarks on this question, being deprived of an
opportunity to speak upon it.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SABATH]?

There was no objection.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman, ladies, and gentlemen, I fully
realize the grievous charges, of reckless waste and expendi-
tures of moneys that this House has in good faith appro-
priated, that have been made against the present adminis-
tration; and were it not for the fact that I believe that
justice should be done to deserving people I would hesitate
before casting my vote for the pending bill.

I feel that the appropriation of $1,560,000 for Howard Uni-
versity, although large, is entitled to my vote and to my
support, especially in view of the fact that $800,000 of this
sum will go to the erection of a sadly needed library build-
ing. In addition thereto I feel that it would be manifestly
unfair and unjust for us to refuse, especially at this time,
when every effort should be made to create employment for
the millions unfortunately unemployed, to vote for this ap-
propriation; for, I am informed, and the report shows, that
to-day, while there are 2,100 students in this university,
and though it possesses 15,000 volumes of splendid books, the
library can accommodate only 50 students at one time,
thereby depriving hundreds upon hundreds of students of
access to the library for purposes of study. Such conditions
should not be permitted to exist and demand immediate
attention.

I am familiar with the splendid work of this institution
for nearly a quarter of a century, and am therefore in a
position to recognize its achievements. I therefore can not
help but admire the wonderful progress that it has made
and the service which it has rendered to the colored youth
of America. And so I feel that any appropriation for edu-
cational purposes, no matter how large—especially for a race
or group of people that are discriminated against in other
institutions—should be aided and supported, since they are
certainly entitled to at least some of the opportunities
afforded to others to a much larger degree.

Our duty, I feel, is plain. We should provide high edu-
cational facilities for the colored people. Because this in-
stitution is purely for the colored does not signify that we
should, as many of the States unfortunately do, refuse to
do our full share in providing all of the proper facilities so
urgently needed for their higher education.

Not only will the colored race be benefited by this insti-
tution but the entire Nation will derive its share of benefit
from the meager investment proposed in this bill.
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I am gratified to know that, notwithstanding certain
prejudices, the great majority of Members on my side of the
Housz are in favor, and have been in favor, of this appropria-
tion, about whose passage, I am confidenf, there is no
question.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Virginia.

The question was taken; and upon a division (demanded
by Mr. Wooprum) there were—ayes 25, noes 128.

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Total, Howard University, $1,5660,000.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word.

Mr. Chairman, I have been one of those from the South
who during my entire 13 years in Congress has voted to
uphold and foster and protect Howard University. I have
done it under criticism. I have not a negro vote in my pri-
mary; not one. Ihave done it because I have firmly believed
that the money which we have spent on Howard University
in furnishing colored teachers to the United States, in fur-
nishing colored doctors, colored nurses, and colored dentists,
is some of the best-spent money that we have ever used for
my Government. [Applause.]

In my last campaign I had some cnticizers nosing a.round
over my district calling attention to the fact that from time
to time I had stood upon this floor and voted for items for
Howard University and asking the people of my district to
turn me down. I want to say to my colleagues on the Demo-
cratic side that that question was thrashed out in my dis-
trict, and I want to say that with an American Legion com-
mitteeman running against me in the last primary the people
gave me 23,000 majority. So the people of my district in
that way have approved the money that this Congress has
spent upon this colored institution.

In the State of Texas, where I live, the legislature of my
State has wisely provided for the colored youth. I want to
say to the Member from Illinois that in addition to having
a normal school at Prairie View, Tex., for the colored youths
of the State there is also a college at Austin, known as Tillot-
sen Institute, for the colored youth of my State. They are .
being educated there, and, so far as my State is concerned,
the colored youth is taken care of. But there are States in
this Union which have to depend upon Howard University
for furnishing colored nurses, doctors, dentists, and teachers:

I wanted to say this word in explanation of why I could
not support my good friend from Virginia [Mr. Woobrum]
and my good friend from Tennessee [Mr. Byrnsl, two of
the finest men of the floor of this House, men whom I follow
on practically every other question in this House. I want to
say that it was no affront that I could not follow them on
this question, and I offer this in explanation for supporting
the Howard University ifem. [Applause.]

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

The Clerk read as follows:

FREEDMEN'S HOSPITAL

For officers and employees and compensation for all other pro-
fessional and other services that may be required and expressly
approved by the Secretary of the Interior, $197,000; for subsist-
ence, fuel, and light, clothing, to include white duck suits and
white canvas shoes for the use of internes, and rubber surgical
gloves, bedding, forage, medicine, medical and surgical supplies,
surgical instruments, electric lights, repairs, replacement of X-ray
apparatus, furniture, including not exceeding $300 for the pur-
chase of books, periodicals, and newspapers; and not to exceed
$1,200 for the special instruction of pupil nurses, and other abso-
lutely necessary ex , #03,000; for a hospital addition for
clinical activities, including necessary equipment, advertising for
proposals, preparation of plans, and supervision of work of con-
struction of said bullding, §987,000; in all, for Freedmen's Hospital,
$387,000, of which there is hereby appropriated $193,500, an equal
amount to be transferred to the credit of this appropriation from
the applicable appropriation for the District of Columbia.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan oﬁers
an amendment, which the Clerk will report.
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The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. CramToN: On page 120, line b5, after
the word “ which,” strike out the remsainder of the paragraph and
insert the following: “amount one-half shall be chargeable to
the District of Columbia and paid in like manner as other appro-
priations of the District of Columbia are paid.”

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I will only say this: The
amendment does not change the effect of the paragraph,
which is to make half of the appropriations for Freedmen’s
Hospital chargeable to the District. The language I am now
suggesting is the same language that was carried last year.
The Budget suggested the language which is carried in the
bill as reported, but I have been advised by the clerks, and
I have experienced the same thing myself, that the new
language is a little confusing, and hence I ask that we re-
turn to the old language.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Michigan.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEec. 3. No appropriation in this act for the fiscal year 1932 shall
be used during such fiscal year to increase the compensation of
any position within the grade to which such position has been
allocated under the classification act of 1923, as amended, nor to
increase the compensation of any position in the field service
the pay of which is adjustable to corr nd, so far as may be
practicable, to the rates established by such act as amended for
the departmental service in the District of Columbia.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers
an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. LAGUARDIA: On page 120, strike out

| all of section 8.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman
from New York proceeds to speak on his amendment, I
would like to see if we can fix a limitation on debate. It is

. very late in the afternoon, and for the convenience of the

Members I would like to secure as short a limitation as will
be satisfactory to the Committee of the Whole. I ask unani-
mous consent that all debate on this paragraph and all
amendments thereto close in 10 minutes, the gentleman
from New York to have first recognition.

Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman will

' be more generous than that. I have not taken a moment
| of the committee’s time on this bill, but I would like five
! minutes on this paragraph.

Mr. CRAMTON. The committee will understand it is
gouibeimmaterialtome,butwedesiretoﬂnishthjsbﬂl

-day.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection fo the request of
the gentleman from Michigan?

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to ob-
ject, there are others who wish to talk on this for a few
moments,

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairmian, I ask unanimous con-

“sent that debate close in 30 minutes, of which 15 minutes

will be for and 15 minutes against the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks
unanimous consent that all debate on this paragraph and
all amendments thereto close in 30 minutes. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the at-
tention of the committee to section 3, which I have moved to
strike out. It has become known as the Wood amendment,
to prevent increases in salaries. This is a wrong description
of the section, because the section does more than to prevent
the increasing of salaries. In many instances it will work an
actual decrease in salary. I am sure no Member of this
House desires to do that.

I want to call the attention of the commitiee to the fact
that Congress is committed to the employees of the Govern-
ment to a certain salary scheme, which carries with it auto-
matic increases within the grades. Permit me to read part
of section 7 of the classification act of 1923. It is a short
sentence and provides:
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Increases in compensation shall be allowed upon the attainment
and maintenance of the appropriate efficiency ratings to the next
higher rate within the salary range of the grade.

Mr, BANKHEAD. From what is the gentleman quoting?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. From the classification act of 1923. In
other words, a man'’s salary may be fixed at $1,600 or $1,800,
That is salary plus what? Plus the obligation that if he
aftains a certain efficiency rating he goes up to the next rate
within thaf grade.

Why, only this morning, gentlemen, I was over at the
Office of the Census, and they had some 800 girls working on
the machines there. Each girl receives a certain fixed sal-
ary, but they must turn out so much work or so many cards
a month. If in any month they fail to turn out the stand-
ard required they fall down to the next grade. If they turn
out more work they are promoted to the next rate within the
grade. If the Wood amendment or the Wood section re-
mains in the bill, what happens? These girls will be penal-
ized if they do not work up to the standard required, but
they would not get the benefit of the contract. Certainly
that is a decrease of salary. So much for that.

The gentleman from Indiana the other day made the
most astounding statement on the floor of the House that
this was justified because the cost of living had decreased
30 per cent, and I invite just one moment of consideration
on the part of every member of this committee of the ques-
tion of whether the cost of living has gone down 30 per
cent. Has your rent gone down 30 per cent, has the price
of clothes gone down 30 per cent, has food gone down 30 per
cent? Not at all. Such a statement requires no answer,

Attention was called a few days ago to the number of
employees getting $4,000 and $5,000. Right here in this
bill in the Department of the Interior there are 1,181 em-
ployees in the District of Columbia getting $1,620 and less—
it goes way down from $1,620. In the field, under the bill
now under consideration, in the Department of the Interior
there are 5,868 employees getting $1,620 and less.

I want to say to my Republican friends that the attempt
to write in this limitation does not meet with the approval
of your own administration. Since this House sustained the
Wood amendment in the Treasury appropriation bill, the
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, speaking for the Treas-
ury Department, appeared before the Senate committee and
asked to have that section stricken out, and the commitiee
did so. I think the House will see fit to do so in this bill
by supporting my amendment. So I want to say to my
good friend from Indiana, if he wants to become an in-
surgent, come on and I will show the gentleman how to
become an insurgent, but this is not the kind of insurgency
that we stand for. [Laughter and applause.]

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs to observe that it is
not necessary for every speaker to occupy the full five
minutes. The last speaker used the full five minutes, but if
any speaker leaves any portion of his five minutes unused,
the Chair will be careful to see that some other gentleman
gets the time.

Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Chairman, is the Chair recognizing
alternately those for and against the amendment?

The CHATRMAN. The Chair is recognizing those who
were on the floor seeking recognition in the order that they
came to his notice, and the Chair will do the best he can
about the division of the time.

Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, I want fo congratulate the gentleman from New
York in joining me and taking the same position that I
take upon a question of public policy. There are other
issues which concern the public well-being, upon which I
trust he will also join me and I invite his future assistance
and cooperation.

I have taken little of the time of th. committee on this
bill, but I did want just about four minutes on this section.

When I first read section 3 I confess I was somewhat at
a loss to understand just what it meant, and after reading
it more than once I was also in some doubt. In discussing
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it with Members of the House I found there was more or
less confusion as to its exact meaning. If this section were
to voice 'a policy which laid down the rule that we would
not sanction any further law the purpose of which was to
raise the salaries of employees I should certainly join with
the chairman of this committee in support of it. But that is
not all that this section accomplishes, as it is phrased.

I caused to be prepared a chart or a brief statement of the
method in which the section would operate for the Treasury
and Post Office Departments. It has been in the lobby for
the past few days.

I took grade 6—and any other grade would suffice—where
the minimum salary provided is $2,300 and the maximum
$2,900. A man who is employed at $2,800 resigns or dies
and a vacancy occurs. !

A new man has to be put in, and he takes a position at
$2,300 to fill the gap. But he goes in not at the top with
a $2,600 salary but at the bottom of the list within the
grade. Now, you will perceive there is just $500 less in
total salaries paid within the grade from money already
appropriated.

If section 3 is adopted, this $500 must be turned back
into the Treasury and can not be divided up for the in-
crease of salaries for other men within the grade.

There are many departments in the Government that
have no money for increase of salaries except that which
they save through deaths and resignations. Since this sec-
tion 3 would cause the $500 saved, as I have illustrated, to
be taken by the Government and put back into the Treasury,
I am opposed to it.

Mr. WOOD. No.

Mr. BEEDY. What becomes of the $500? That is the
only money available to increase salaries within the grade.
If you forbid the increase of salaries within the grade, as
section 3 provides, the distribution of this money would
raise the salaries within the grade in contravention of the
terms of the section. Thus the adoption of section 3 would
authorize the Government to take back money which has
been appropriated to pay Government employees for the
services they render. I am opposed to it.

While I am opposed to any wholesale increases in salaries
at this time, I certainly do not favor any reduction of
salaries.

I think we pay our Federal employees little enough. It
would break the morale of the men in various departments
who have worked for some years under the classification act
if you thus deprive them of its benefits. You virtually de-
stroy the operation of the act. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maine
has expired.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I have not taken any time
of the committee on this bill, and I will not consume more
than the time allotted to me. It would seem that as reason-
able people, having under consideration a matter as impor-
tant as this is, we ought to act with justice to the employees
of the country who, as I understand it, already have been
allotted but not paid by Congress this increase in salaries.
All that remains is to carry out our contract, our pledge
given these employees when the act was passed by Congress.
That we should do by appropriating the money to keep
our promises.

There is no place in the United States where the cost of
living is as high as in the city of Washington, with one or
two exceptions. You all know that, because it has been
placed in the Recorp repeatedly. A dollar to-day may not
go half as far as when some of these employees first entered
Government service, but they are unable now to change
their occupation or help themselves. They have believed a
promise by Congress is made to keep and are waiting for the
pay adjustment we promised them. Not one of these em-
ployees has spoken to me or, so far as I know, written me
on the subject. They expect that is unnecessary.

There are over one hundred and forty-odd thousand em-
ployees, according to the statement read by my friend the
gentleman from New York [Mr. LaGuarpial. These em-
ployees receive from a few hundred to $1,600 maximum an-
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nual pay. They are the people who need every dollar prom-
ised, particularly where they have families to support. These
underpaid employees, as a rule, form the great majority of
those working for the Government in Washington and
throughout the country. We are trying to give aid to the
unemployed, and should do so to the underpaid.

What is the most important thing for us to do in justice
to these people? Shall we close our eyes when appropriat-
ing hundreds of millions of dollars for many questionable
or wasteful or unnecessary projects and neglect these em-
ployees? Many years ago I was a Government clerk for a
short time here in Washington, and I know what it is for
clerks to support their families. A few are well paid, but
many are not. We propose soon to appropriate $30,000,000
to $40,000,000 for reconditioning some old war vessels in
time of peace. They are now, or soon will be, only fit for
naval targets. So we are throwing good money away to
prolong their use for a short time. That we are asked to
do, but we are warned against keeping our word with these
employees by the provisions which the LaGuardia amend-
ment will strike out.

Is it better for us to put $80,000,000 or more—and that is
what we are expected to do—for the new naval building
bill, in addition to the $375,000,000 annually given naval
affairs, all in time of peace, rather than distribute 1 per
cent of that naval money among Government employees
whose promised pay we adjusted long ago but did not pay?
We are all sensible, or we ought to be, on matters of this
kind, and we should act sensibly and justly. I appreciate
the responsible work of the Appropriations Committee. It
has done good work on this bill, but I am sure, in the pur-
chase of parks, road building, and like items, running into
many millions of dollars, few items are more worthy than this
pay promised to the employees of the Interior and all other
departments. I can not believe that a matter of this kind
ought to go through with the Wood amendment, specifically
repudiating our promise. I do not believe the Senate will
permit it to occur, and I hope to see the House sustain the
Senate in its action as reported in the last appropriation
bill which retained this same provision, when many of us
were absent from the House. It ought to go out of that bill
and also out of this bill.

One more thought, and I am through. I sat in this House
when the proposal was made that our salaries should be
increased from $7,500 per year to $10,000 per year. I did
not vote for it, because I said I could not conscientiously,
as a Member of Congress, vote to raise my own salary. 1
believe the House voted at the short term, after many Mem-
bers elected to serve the following term were confronted
with the raising of their own pay. I thought it was the
right thing to have the pay raised, and I was glad it
was done, because the increased amount was shown to have
a less purchasing power than the former salary when first
given. I accepted the money. We increased our salaries
from $7,500 to $10,000, and yet we are asked to refuse to
do for these people what we did for ourselves, and after
we have agreed by law that they should have these adjusted
salaries. The reasoning in our pay raise applies equally to
them—the changed value of the dollar, We will give, pos-
sibly, $40,000,000 for reconditioning old war vessels, and
$80,000,000 this session for building these other war vessels
in time of peace, and a billion-dollar proposal you will have
before you soon for building new naval vessels. A tremen-
dous lobby will urge this building program, while we quib-
ble over this promised pay raise for clerks who, so far as
I know, have not dared to communicate with us. I would
like to stand by the committee, as the gentleman from New
York [Mr. SxeLL] said yesterday, but with a proposition of
this kind you can not do so in justice to the employees of
the United States who by law, we have said, are underpaid.
[Applause.]

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Chairman, I am for the
LaGuardia amendment. I am for it because I think it is
just and falr. The farmer’s condition is bad, and I am
doing what I can for him. In fact, that is why I am for this,
for it is for his sons and daughters, and, too, before we
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ever solve this problem we now have, we must do more for
the common man. I am fighting the battle for the farmer
and all workingmen. The common man must be cared for.
It is merely giving to these people what they ordinarily are
entitled to; and I tell you there are many men here in
Congress who a year ago voted to give back $160,000,000 of
tax money to the wealthy people of the country, and yet
we want to deprive these poor people here, who are strug-
gling for the necessities of life, of this opportunity that the
law gives them. Living expenses in the District of Co-
lumbia have not decreased, and I challenge any man to
show by figures where living expenses have decreased in
the District of Columbia or in this country to any mate-
rial extent. This is not only a question of violating the
fundamental rights of an employee, but it is wrong funda-
mentally to try to cure the industrial depression in a way
like this. It can not be cured by depriving the common man
of a living wage. The striking out of the Wood amendment
is no disadvantage to farmers or workingmen in the country,
but an advantage.

There is also this effect, as many see it, that it will
have the same effect as to reduce the income of any man
who is promoted. Members of this House hear me. We
have a great depression on in this country, and such super-
ficial dealing with a problem as this can never solve it.
We must face the situation and strike out boldly and try
to go deeper than the surface to solve this problem. I re-
gret that the administration persists in dealing with the
conditions which face the couniry in a manner which makes
one feel that they regard them entirely as temporary.

It seems to be the policy of some—many millions in
subsidy for ships, airplanes, and big utilities, as well as
large tax refunds and gifts for the wealthy but not any-
thing for the worker, and I stand against such a system
and for more income to the common man.

I call on those who love justice and fairness to join in
the move to settle this question once and for all, and settle
it right.

Mr, CRAMTON. Mr, Chairman, of the remaining time
I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from Indiana
[Mr. Woon] may proceed for 10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Indiana may
proceed for 10 minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, I have been called almost everything. I have been
called 2 standpatter until I got used to it, but this is the
first time I was ever called an insurgent. [Laughter.] This
has been denominated the Wood amendment. Somebody
said to me the other day that they did not see why all of
this castigation should be directed against me. There are
199 other Members of this House who voted on this propo-
sition the other day, and certainly they are entitled to bear
some of it. The entire Appropriations Committee with one
exception——

Mr. GRIFFIN. Two.

Mr. WOOD. With two exceptions should share this re-
sponsibility with me. I have no apology whatever to make
for what I have done with reference to it. It is up to this
Congress to do exactly as it pleases. Charged with the
responsibility as chairman of the Committee on Appropria-
tions, it occurred to me that it was my duty to present the
views of the entire committee, with those two exceptions, to
this House for its consideration. The gentleman from New
York [Mr. LaGuarpia]l quoted only a portion of the law
with reference to what increase in compensation should be
allowed. He failed to read this part:

That in no case shall the compensation of any employees be

increased unless Congress has appropriated the money from which

the increase may lawiully be made
That is the law. These grades may not be increased, they
may not be stepped up——
Mr. GRIFFIN rose.
~ Mr. WOOD. I do not yield now to anyone. These grades
may not be increased, they may not be stepped up, unless
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the Congress of the United States appropriates the money.
We are the final judges as to whether these step-ups shall
be made, and they are not to be made under the law unless
we appropriate the money. Much has been said here and
through the press to the effect that I am violating the edict
of the President of the United States or the Budget. In the
Post Office and Treasury appropriation bill there were esti-
mates to the extent of $20,000,000 that were denied which
had been recommended by the President of the United States
and by the Budget. Is anybody criticizing us for that? If
we were in violation of what the President wanted in this
matter and that was recommended by the Budget, we were
also wrong in denying this other $23,000,000. Are we mere
puppets, are we to be guided and controlled constantly and
entirely by recommendations from the Budget and recom-
mendations from the President? If so, then adjourn Con-
gress, because there is no need for it. If the Budget is to be
the arbiter, to decide what appropriations are to be, if the
President is to be the dictator of what appropriations are to
be, then there is no use for a Congress of the United States.
[Applause.]

I say to this committee that I take pleasure in speaking
for the 120,000,000 who have no representation through or-
ganizations here. I know how you have been belabored. I
know the influences that have been brought to bear on every
Member of this Congress to get you to support this amend-
ment submitted by the gentleman from New York [Mr.
LaGuarbpial. All sorts of misrepresentations have been made
with reference to it. The so-called Wood amendment does
not reduce the salary of a single person, yet they say all of
the time that it is going to reduce somebody’s salary.

In case of vacancy, mentioned by the gentleman from
Maine [Mr. Beepy], there will be a promotion to that grade.
So there is nothing in that.

As I say, I believe that the 120,000,000 people outside of
the city of Washington who have no organization at their
back should have some one speak for them.

I have been commended by an ex-captain of the United
States Army, living in Connecticut, who wrote a letter telling
me, “ You won't get much support in the city of Washington,
but the people of the United States, if they knew what was
going on there, would be with you almost to a man.”

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, WOOD. I do not yield.

Mr. BEEDY. The gentleman does not want misstate-
ments of fact before the committee, does he?

Mr. WOOD. No; and I did not make any. I do not yield.

I wish to call the attention of the committee to this letter
which I have received:

WasHINGTON, D. C., December 9, 1930.
Hon. Wirram R. Woobn,

Chairman Appropriations Committee,
House of Representatives.

My DeArR Mz. Woobn: I notice in the papers many derogatory re-
marks made about you by Luther Steward and Gertrude McNally,
president and secretary of the Federal Employees Union. You no
doubt well know these people do not represent the true sentiment
of Government employees, and that the majority of the members
ﬁmtgm;emgmummmnmmymwghmm To

ate:

The Federal Employees’ Union has men and women collecting
dues in all the departments twice a month—during office hours,
using the Government's time and getting a percentage on the
money they collect.

Now, speaking for myself—and I am informed there are many
similar cases—I am constantly reminded by one of the above-
mentioned collectors that if I expect to get anywhere—in the way
of pay increase—I had better join the union. Now, I have got
just enough of that little something in me to cause me to rebel
against any such tactics.

I know you would save much annoyance to many Government
employees if you could have the condition above referred to
stopped, and, in addition, the Government would benefit by caus-
ing these collectors to remain at their desks.

I want to say to you that this union in one day is demoral-
izing governmental service more than the passage of the so-
called Wood amendment would demoralize it in a year. [Ap-
plause.]

Inemydepa.rtmentexceptonetheyamtakmgtheume
which the Government is paying for, going about soliciting
memberships for this union, collecting the pay, and getting
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& commission on it. I am glad there was one department
which had nerve enough to stop it, and I serve notice on
every other department now that they had better stop it.
The Bureau of Printing and Engraving did stop it, and
8 howl went up here from the agitators of this union,
that they were being oppressed.

Ladies and gentlemen, I wish again to call your attention
to the fact that it was not my purpose to deny these people
the right to have inequalities corrected. My insistence is
that they should wait a little while, under existing circum-
stances. There are about 65,000 Federal employees in the
city of Washington.

Every newspaper is advocating that this amendment of
mine be defeated. Why? In order that they may have
more money to spend in the city of Washington; in order
that there may be more advertising and more money coming
into the coffers of those newspapers. If it applied to some-
body outside of the city of Washington you would not hear
one word of criticism against the person who has made this

" amendment.

Ladies and gentlemen, I felt, in view of the fact that there
are 4,000,000 men and women this day without enough food
to sustain their bodies, it was a bad time, indeed, for us to
be increasing the salaries of those who are wonderfully well
paid. They will not lose their jobs. They will get their
salaries, paid every two weeks by the best paymaster ever
known. He has never defaulted once. They have employ-
ment throughout their lives or during their active lives and
then go into retirement with a pension. Is there anybody in
these trying times better conditioned than the Federal
employee?

So I say I take pride in speaking for these 4,000,000 people
who are without work, without money, without clothes, seek-
ing, if you please, work everywhere in order to provide a
living for their families.

I am glad to add that as I go up and down the streets of
this town and in the various departments there are many
clerks who come to me voluntarily and say, “ While we would
be benefited if this amendment were not adopted, we do not
think it is the time that our salaries should be increased,
and we think you are exactly right in taking the position you
are taking.”

I want to call attention to what a beautiful spectacle we
will place ourselves in if we adopt the LaGuardia amend-
ment,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indi-
ana has expired.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the
committee, I wonder if we all appreciate just what a respon-
sibility rests these days upon the gentleman from Indiana
[Mr. Woob].

Here we are in a day when the Government's revenues
are decreased in a very marked degree, when there is also a
widespread demand for increased expendifures for the spe-
cial purpose of relieving unemployment. With increased
expenditures and decreased revenues the post of chairman
of the Committee on Appropriations in this House is not an
easy job. When from time to time the gentleman from
Indiana refuses to agree to an appropriation which you
desire for something in your district, please keep in mind it
is not always because he does not recognize there is merit in
your proposition. Often he will recognize merit but realizes
that the total must be kept within our revenues. So often-
times that committee under his leadership votes against
items that have merit but not the compelling merit for this
time of economic stress. If he always granted what you
wanted, you would soon cease to have confidence in him; you
would feel inclined to have a different chairman for the
Committee on Appropriations. Please keep in mind this
terrific burden that is on his shoulders in these days and give
a little more thought of appreciation for the splendid per-
formance he is giving in that post. [Applause.] You have
confidence in his integrity; you must have confidence in his
courage, because he has often manifested it. I follow his
work and I come in closer contact with it than most of you
do, and I admire these things.
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Now, he is right. The Congress has a responsibility.
There must be close cooperation between the Budget, the
executive branch, and the Congress if we are to have
economy; but when all is said and done the Constitution
provides that no money shall be drawn from the Treasury
but in consequence of appropriations made by law. The re-
sponsibility is here and we are seeking to perform that
responsibility properly.

Now, what is the situation with reference to this particu- '

lar provision? You had the question up the other day in

connection with the Treasury bill, and you supported Mr. !

Woobp in his position. That bill went to the Senate; the |
Senate is about to take the provision out, we understand, |
and the bill will then go to conference and there it will have «

to be worked out. The only way it gets into this bill is
because our committee, following the direction given us the
other day, have put in this bill the same provision you
adopted the other day. Now, is not the orderly way of
procedure to let Mr. Woop in conference work the proposi-
tion out with the Senate? It is a matter that will be in
conference in a few days. Whatever is agreed upon in con-
nection with the Treasury bill and approved by this House
will finally have to be provided in all the bills. Why do we
have to have this knock-down-and-drag-out fight every
time an appropriation bill comes up? It seems to me the
only orderly way is to let this item go along to the Senate
in accordance with your action the other day, let the matter
be thrashed out by the gentleman from Indiana in con-
ference on his bill, and in the meantime let the gentleman
from Indiana know that in his strenuous efforts and
patriotic efforts you are backing him every day. [Applause.]
The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mich-
igan has expired. All time has expired, and the question is
on the motion of the gentleman from New York to strike
out section 3.
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. LaGuarpia) there were—ayes 83, noes 77.
Mr. CRAMTON. Mr, Chairman, I demand tellers.
Tellers were ordered, and the Chair appointed as tellers
Mr. CraMTON and Mr. LAGUARDIA.
The committee again divided;
that there were—ayes 89, noes 88.
So the motion was agreed to.
Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the clerks be authorized to correct typographical errors,
punctuation, totals, section numbers, and so on.

and the tellers reported

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks '

unanimous consent that the clerks be authorized to correct
typographical errors and totals. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. DE PRIEST. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to revise and extend my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks

unanimous consent to revise and extend the remarks he

made this afternoon. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com-
mittee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having
resumed the chair, Mr. CainpBLOM, Chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union,
reported that that committee had had under consideration
the bill (H. R. 14675) making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932,
and for other purposes, and had directed him to report the
same back to the House with sundry amendments, with the
recommendation that the amendments be agreed to and
that the bill as amended do pass.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques-
tion on the bill and all amendments thereto to final passage.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAEKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any
amendment?

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I demand a separate vote
on the amendment striking out section 3.
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The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any NOT VOTING—147
other amendment? If not, the Chair will put the remaining | Abernethy Eaton, N. J. Eendall, Pa. Ransley
amendments en f Aldrich Elliott Kennedy Reece
ETO0SS, Bacharach Erk Eerr Reld, 111,
The amendments were agreed to. Barbour Fenn ﬁmrner Riech
g - | Beck Fisher nutson Romjue
The SPEAKER The question is on the amendment strik Bell " Kopp s> e,
ing out section 3, on which the gentleman from Michigan | pjoom Free Korell Sabath
has demanded a separate vote. Boylan Fuller Kurtz Sanders, N. Y.
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by | Brand-Oa.  Gambritl o= = riodl
Mr. LaGuarpia) there were—ayes 82, noes 87. Brigham Garrett Lehlbach " Birovich
tten Gasgue Linthicum Somers, N. Y.
Mr. LaGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and s i3 iy O :
nays. Brunner Golder McLeod Steagall
The yeas and nays were ordered. Busby Goodwin McMillan Stevenson
Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, may we have the Clerk gmmht g‘::;m Eﬁi}‘;‘,‘;‘ gﬁ;‘:g ey
report the amendment? Celler gareenwoog % ﬁfcnlfﬂdd Sullivan, N. ¥,
; ncock, aglson Sullivan, Pa.
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will report Chiperfield Milligan -dnssdinge
the amendment. cmrm";’ 1;;: = Hawley uﬁgmg‘m Taylor, Tenn.
The Clerk read 4 8, ney Thatcher
as follows Connery Hoffman Moore, Va Thompson
Amendment by Mr. LaGuarpia: Page 120, strike out all of sec- | Connolly Holaday Newhall Timberlake
tion 3. ggckf Hudson Niedringhaus Underhill
rning Hudspeth O’'Connell Vinson, Ga
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 171, nays Craddack Hull, William E. O'Connor,N.Y. Walker
oting owWs: ullen Oliver, N. Y. Watres
114, not v 147, as folk Dempsey James, Mich. Owen Watson
[Roll No. 3] Dickstein Jenkins Palmisano Welsh, Pa.
YEAS—1T71 Dorsey Johnson, 111 Peavey Whitehead
Doughton Johnson, Ind. Pou Williams
Adkins Driver Johnson, Wash. Ramseyer Douglass, Mass. Johnston, Mo Prall Wolfenden
Almon Edwards Jones, Tex. Ramspeck Doutrich Pratt, Ruth Woodrum
Andresen Ellls Eading Reed, N. Y. Doxey Kearns Purnell Yates
Andrew Englebright Eendall. Ky. Reilly Doyle Eelly Quin Zihlman
mﬁz MPI guﬁz goxgrs Eaton, Colo. Kemp Ragon
peitg oty s ety So the amendment was agreed to.
Bacon Evans, Mont. Lambertson Schafer, Wis. The Clerk announced the following pairs:
Beedy Fish Lankford, Ga. Schneider On this vote:
Black Fitagerald Lankford, Va. Beger
Bland Foss Larsen Seiberling Mr. Eendall of Pennsylvania (for) with Mr. Thatcher (against).
Bolton Frear Lea Selvig Mr. Barbour (for) with Mr. Leech (against).
Bowman Fulmer Leavitt Shafler, Va Mr. Lehibach (for) with Mr. Rich (against).
Box Gibson Letts Short, Mo Mr. Linthicum (for) with Mr. Graham (against),.
Briggs Gifford Lindsay Sincl Mr. Cullen (for) with Mr. Watson (egainst).
Browne Goldsborough Luce Smith, Idaho Mr. Niedringhaus (for) with Mr. KEurtz (against).
Granfield Ludlow 1 Mr. Eaton of New Jersey (for) with Mr. Purnell (agalnst),
Burdick Gregory McClintock, Ohlo Bnow .
Butler Griffin McCormack, Mas Sparks Until further notice:
Cable Guyer Maas B Mr. Bacharach with Mr. Pou
Campl Hadley Mapes Stalker Holaday with Mr. Garrett
Carter, Calif Hale Martin Stobbs Mr. Jenkins with Mr. Lanham
Carter, Wyo. Hancock, N. Y. Mead Summers, Wash Mr. Britten with Mr. Abernethy
Hartley Michener Swanson Mr. Connolly with Mr. Btevenson.
Christgau Hickey Miller Swing Mr. Eaton of Colorado with Mr. Mansfield.
Clancy Hill, Ala. Moore, Ohio Temple Mr. Doutrich with Mr. Cartwright.
Clark, N.C. Hill, Wash. Morgan Thurston Mr. McLeod with Mr. Montague.
Cochran, Mo. Hoch Mouser Mr., Free with Mr. Boylan.
Cochran. Pa. Hogg, Ind. Nelson, Me. Treadway Mr. Manlove with Mr. Dorsey.
Collier Hooper Nelson, Wis Turpin Mr, Golder with Mr. Carley.
Colton Hope Nolan Underwood Mr. Hawley with Mr. Eerr.
Condon Norton t, Mich Mr. Timberlake with Mr. Brunner.
Cooper, Ohio Howard O'Connor, La, Welch, Calif. Mr. Welsh of Pennsylvania with Mrs. Owen.
, Wis. Huddleston O'Connor, Okla, White Mr. Yates with Mr. Doughton.
Crall Hull, Morton D. ‘Whitley Mr. Ransley with Mr. Oliver of New York.
Crisp Hull, Tenn. Parker Wigglesworth Mr. Beld of Illinois with Mr. Connery.
Crosser Hull, Wis. Parks Mrs. Ruth Pratt with Mr. Celler.
Culkin Irwin Patterson W Mr. Beck with Mr. Doxey.
Dallinger James, N. C Perkins Wolverton, N. J. Mr. Hoffman with Mr. Prall.
Davenpert Jeffers Pittenger Walverton, W. Va. Mr. Aldridge with Mr. Whitehead.
Dominick Johmson, Okla.  Pratt, Harcourt J. Wi Mr. James of Michigan with Mr. Mooney.
Douglas, Ariz. Johnson, 5. Dak. Ralney, Henry T. Wurzbach Mr. Willlam E. Hull with Mr. Williams.
Dowell Johnson, Tex. Ramey, Frank M Mr, Brumm with Mr. Milligan,
Mr. johnson of Illinois with Mr. Steagall.
i e e M, Moo o
Ackerman Crowther Houston, Del.  Robinson umners of Texas.
Allen Darrow Johnson, Nebr. Sandlin Mr. Chiperfield with Mr. Kemp.
Allgood Davis Jonas, N. C. Shott, W. Va. Mr. Kelly with Mr. Vinson of
Arnold Denison Ketcham Shreve Mr. Clarke of New York with Mr. Fuller.
Aswell De Priest Kinzer Simmons Mr. Kopp with Mr. Quin.
Bachmann DeRouen Langley Sloan Mr. Peavey with Mr. Gavagan.
Balrd Dickinson Loofbourow Smith, W. Va. Mr. SBtrong of Pennsylvania with Mr. Somers of New York.
Drane roul, Il Mr. S8anders of New York with Mr. Greenwood.
Drewry MeClintic, Okla. Sproul, Mr. Korell with Mr. Palmisano.
Blackburn Dunbar McDuffle Stafford Mr. Taylor of Tennessee with Mr. Busby.
Blanton Dyer McFadden Strong, Kans Mr. Underhill with Mr. Hare.
Bohn BEslick McKeown Swick Mr. Wolfenden with Mr. Brand of Georgla.
Browning Finley Taber Mr. Sullivan of Pennsylvania with Mr. Sullivan of New York.
Buckbee Fort McReynolds Tarver Mr. Goodwin with Mr. Woodrum.
Burtness Freeman Magrady Taylor, Colo Mr. Erk with Mr. Douglass of Massachusetts,
Byrns French Menges Mr. Goss with Mr. Eennedy.
Campbell, Pa. Garber, Okla. Merritt Tucker Mr. Johnston of Missourl with Mr. Dickstein.
Canfleld Garner Montet Vestal Mr. Knutson with Mr. McSwain.
Cannon Glover Moore, Ky. Walinwright Mr. Eiefner with Mr. Sabath.
Chindblom Green Morehead arren Mr. Zihlman with Mr. Bell.
Christopherson Hall, IIl. Murphy Wason Mr. Johnson of Indiana with Mr. McMillan.
Clague Hall. Ind . Mo. Whittington Mr. Dempsey with Mr. Fitzpatrick.
e Hall, Oldfieid Mr, Eearns with Mr. Bloom.
Collins Hall, N. Dak Oliver, Ala. Wood Mr. with Mr. Gasgue
Cooper, Tenn. Halsey Parsons Wright Mr. Elliott with Mr. Sirovich.
Cox Hardy Patman Mr. Fenn with Mr. Ragon.
Coyle Hastings Pritchard Yon Mr. Newhall with Mr. Hancock of North Carolina.
Cramton Haugen Rankin Mr. Cooke with Mr. Romjue.
Cross Hogg, W. Va. Rayburn The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. CramroN, a motion to reconsider the
vote by which the bill was passed, was laid on the table.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted
as follows:

To Mr. CurperrIELD, from Monday until Friday next, on
account of important business.

ADJUSTED-SERVICE CERTIFICATES

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks by including in the Recorp a letter
written to the Secretary of the Treasury and two para-
graphs of a bill which I introduced to-day.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. FISH, Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my
remarks in the Recorp, I include the following copy of bill
introduced by me to pay 25 per cent of the face value of
adjusted-service certificates and correspondence between
Secretary Mellon and myself,

H. R. 15062

A bill to amend the World War adjusted compensation act as
amended

Be it enacted, etec., That section 501 of the World War adjusted
compensation act, as amended (sec. 641, title 38, U. 8. C.), be
hereby amended by adding thereto the following paragraph:

“ The Administrator of Veterans' Affalrs is hereby authorized
and directed to pay 25 per cent of the face value of any certificate
issued under this section to the veteran designated therein upon
application filed by such veteran in accordance with regulations
to be issued.by the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs. Any
amount paid under this paragraph shall be chargeable as a non-
interest bearing lien against the certificate upon maturity. Pay-
ment under this paragraph shall not affect any loan heretofore
made in accordance with the provisions of section 502 (sec. 642,
title 38, U. 8. C.), but hereafter in making any loan or renewal
loan on a certificate the amount pald under this paragraph shall
‘be deducted from the face value of the certificate.

“ SEc. 2. Bection 505 of the World War adjusted compensation
act, as amended (sec. 646, title 38, U. 8. C.), is hereby amended by
adding thereto the following paragraph:

“*The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and di-
rected to immediately issue and sell, under such regulations as
he shall prescribe, United States bonds, to be known as World
War adjusted-service bonds, to such an amount as may be neces-
sary to cover payments to be made under section 501 of this act
as amended, unless funds are otherwise available.’ "

DeceEMBER 10, 1930.
Hon. AnpREw W. MELLON,
Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C.

DEar Mg. SEcRETARY: I am taking the liberty of writing to ask if
the Treasury Department would oppose the immediate cash pay-
ment of 25 per cent of the face value of the veterans' adjusted-
service certificates?

I have read with much interest the reasons you presented for
not paying the entire face value of the insurance certificates at
the present time. Would not your objections be complied with
by the payment, in cash or negotiable Government bonds with 3
per cent interest, of one-fourth of the face value of the certificates
without deductions for loans already made, which would continue
to constitute a debt against the remaining amount of the service
certificates?

Is it not a fact that there will be, on January 1, 1831, a reserve
fund of approximately $750,000,000 to retire these certificates,
which would be ample to pay one-fourth the face value of the
service certificates immediately, as suggested in my proposal, or if
it is more advantageous to the Treasury to borrow the money,
may it not be done by the Government at under 2 per cent?

As one of the sponsors for the veterans' insurance certificate
form of legislation, I am convinced that it would be a simple act
of justice to several million veterans who are in needy circum-
stances to make a 25 per cent payment on their insurance certifi-
cates at the earliest possible moment by act of Congress. Such
legislation would not be an act of charity, as the veterans have
already had possession of these insurance certificates for 5 years,
or for one-fourth of the 20-year maturity period.

Payment in cash of one-fourth of the face value of the certifi-
cates, if all veterans desired to take advantage of the opportunity,
would probably not exceed $800,000,000. It is natural to assume
that there would be a considerable number who wculd prefer to
permit their policies to continue nnimpaired.

My proposal is based on the belief that in this period of business
depression and unemployment that there is a large amount of
hardship and suffering among unemployed veterans and those
working part time or whose earnings have been reduced, and that
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an average cash payment of $250, which would approximate 25 per’
cent of the face value of the average certificate, would be helpful
in this period of industrial idleness, and afford a welcomed degres
of relief to World War veterans and their wives and children.

In addition the placing in immediate circulation of between
$500,000,000 and $700,000,000 through veterans scattered through-
out every State of the Union would tend te stimulate business and
restore the country back on the highway to prosperity.

The veterans have faith in America, and many of them feel
that the existing business depression is not caused by anything
beyond the control of our citizens and our Government but is
caused by a widespread retrenchment attitude and the resulting
lack of the circulating doilar, and that the exchange of the ad-
Justed-service certificates into cash would tend to break the
present unwarranted retrenchment and bring back normal spend-
ing conditions.

The objection raised by you, that the widow or children would
not be protected by insurance in case of death of the veteran,
if the entire amount of the policy was pald out In cash imme-
diately, would not hold good if my suggestion of 25 per cent
payment was adopted, as there would still remain 756 per cent
of the face value of the policy.

There is a strong growing demand among all veteran organiza-
tions for the partial payment of the face value of thé insurance
certificates, and I join in this reasonable request, 2= I believe
it would be helpful to the veterans and their families, to the best
interests of American business, and of the people and Govern-
ment of the United States.

I have already requested Gen. Frank T. Hines, Administrator
of Veterans’' Affairs, to submit to me the necessary data to prepare
a bill along the lines outlined and would like to have the ad-
vantage of your views.

Trusting you will give this proposal your careful and favorable
consideration and with high personal regards, I am,

Sincerely yours,
Hamnron Fisa, Jr.
EMPLOYMENT CONDITIONS

Mr. L\GUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to insert in the Recorp a telegram which has been called to
my attention by my colleague from Illinois [Mr. SproULl
from the mayor of Chicago, written in his usual, typical, and
characteristic style.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend
my remarks in the Recorp I include the following letter
written by Mayor Thompson, of Chicago:

DecemsBer 10, 1930.
Col. THAD. H. BROWN,
General Counsel 'Federal Radio Commission,
Washington, D. C.;

I am informed that two of Chicago's enemies appeared before
your commission to-day and falsely stated that my plan to double
Chicago’s business, wipe out soup houses and bread lines, is in
violation of the law and is a lottery. I want you to know that '
other members of the vicious circle of the United States, who
desire to continue soup houses and bread lines and create In
America the dole system such as they have in England, where
they appropriate $500,000,000 a year for charity, which appropria-
tion must be added to at the rate of $2,000,000 a week to prevent
a revolution, carried similar falsehoods to Mr. Horace J. Donnelly,
solicitor for the Postmaster General, and presented to him news-
paper clippings which stated my plan was a lottery. Based on
the misrepresentations and falsehoods that were presented to him,
Mr, Donnelly warned the Chicago postmaster, who in turn warned
local newspapers that these papers could not be carried in the
United States malils if they carried publicity on my plan. I want
you to know that the corporation counsel of Chicago and six of
his assistants have approved my plan as lawful and legal and in
violation of no law.

I am again sending to Washington Assistant Corporation Coun-
sel Samuel L. Golan and Carl J. Appell to present to you the
facts before making any decision. I am doing my best to repair
the damage already done by the vicious circle, and it seems to
me that with 50,000 storekeepers in Chicago ready to adopt my
plan for the revival of business that official Washington in the
near future by their actions must indicate their position as
favoring soup houses and charity or assisting those who are
attempting to remedy the business conditions which have brought
about the necessity for charity and soup houses.

As an aftermath of the war, Chicago, like all other industrial
cities in our country, had 200,000 men walking the streets unem-
ployed. The same vicious circle that opposes me to-day opposed
me then when I organized and conducted the Pageant of Progress
Exposition, which exposition brought to the exhibitors $30,000,000
in orders, which started the factories and which created the
demand for labor and which prevented the necessity for charity
and soup houses which many other clties had to resort to but
which Chicago at that time, because of this exposition, escaped.

I have kept at work 150,000 men on public improvements dur-
ing the summer, which improvements are completed. The peonle
of Chicago approved $20,000,000 more in bond issues for further
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public improvements on November 4 last. I am the work
on these improvements at the earliest possible moment. Several
of them must wait until spring. Our governor has $25,000,000 in
the State treasury in one fund for the building of good roads.
He has $£25,000,000 in sight and could be letting contracts for
road work to the extent of $50,000,000. This he is not doing, but,
on the other hand, is soliciting charity funds for soup houses, and
has gone so far as to request me to ask the city of Chicago’s
employees to donate one day's pay each month for his soup
houses. This I have refused to do, as I am not in favor of soup,
but I am in favor of jobs which can readily be created if the
viclous circle does not dominate official Washington.

I trust that you will give my representatives an opportunity to
present you the truth in the matter that comes before your com-
mission before making your deeision.

Whar. HALE THoOMPSON, Mayor.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to extend my remarks in the REcorp on the
prohibition question.

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I object.

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A further message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its
principal clerk, announced that the Senate had passed the
following resolution:

Sensate Resolution 368

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep regret and pro-
found sorrow the announcement of the death of the Hon. Lee
SraTer OVERMAN, late a Senator from the State of North Carolina.

Resolved, That a committee of 21 Senators be appointed by the
President of the Senate to take order for superintending the fun-
eral of Mr, OverMAN, which shall take place in the SBenate Cham-
ber at 8 o'clock p. m. on Friday, December 12, 1930, and that the
Benate attend the same.

Resolved, That as a further mark of his remains be re-
moved from Washington to Salisbury, N. C., for burial, in charge
of the Sergeant at Arms, attended by the committee, who shall
have full power to carry these resolutions into effect; and that
the necessary expenses in connection therewith be pald out of the
contingent fund of the Senate.

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to
the House of Representatives, transmit a copy thereof to the
family of the deceased, and invite the House of Representatives to
attend the funeral in the Senate Chamber and to appoint a com-
mittee to act with the committee of the Senate.

Resolved, That invitations be extended to the President of the
United States and the members of the Cabinet, the Chief Justice
and Associate Justices of the Supreme Court of the United States,
the diplomatic corps (through the Secretary of State), the Chief
of Staff of the Army, the Chief of Naval Operations, and the Major
General Commandant of the Marine Corps to attend the funeral
in the Senate Chamber.

Resolped, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of
the deceased the Senate stand adjourned until 12 o'clock meridian,

+ Monday, December 15, 1930.

The message also announced that, pursuant to the fore-
going resolution, the Vice President had appointed Mr.
Smamons, Mr. Warson, Mr. Roemwson of Arkansas, Mr.
Swmoot, Mr. FLETCHER, Mr. BoraH, Mr. SmiTH, Mr. JoNES, Mr.
SwansonN, Mr. Norris, Mr, RaNspELL, Mr, SHEPPARD, Mr, HALE,
Mr. Jouanson, Mr, Harris, Mr. Moses, Mr. McKELLAR, Mr.
McNary, Mr. WaLsH of Massachusetts, Mr. Pareps, and Mr.
SnorTRIDGE members of the committee to take order for
superintending the funeral of the deceased.

ADJOURNMENT OVER

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on
Monday next.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, may I say to the gentleman from Connecticut that I
do not feel justified in objecting to this unanimous-consent
request, but if we can trust newspaper reports and general
rumors, they are to the effect that the so-called farm relief
bill will be taken up Monday or Tuesday and an effort made
to cut off debate, prevent amendment, and put the bill on
its passage. It occurs to me that at least the gentleman
ought to give this side of the House, and I think probably
some of the gentlemen on his side of the House, an oppor-
tunity to express themselves on this legislation, even if you
go so far as to take away from us all opportunity to offer
amendment. The gentleman is asking us to adjourn over
until Monday, when we could use to-morrow for the pur-
pose of trying to enlighten the membership of the House
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and the country as to the provisions of this bill and the
views of the individual Members concerning it. May I ask
the gentleman what he expects to do on Monday or Tues-
day in the matter of passing the farm relief bill?

Mr. TILSON. I can not tell the gentleman as to that bill.
I have not conferred with the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
Havcen] since the last action, if any, by the Committee on
Agriculture. I have not conversed with him on the subject
since the colloquy here on the floor yesterday. ;

Mr. GARNER. And the gentleman has no idea?

Mr. TILSON. I can tell the gentleman as to other things
about which he may wish to ask me, but nothing has come
to my attention in regard to this particular bill since yes-
terday.

Mr. GARNER. The gentleman has no idea, then, the
I1:‘111;:&53bywh.tchheWilln.ndertaketopa.esthism.rmrelier

in?

mitm.SON. I do not know at this moment how we shall
pass it.

Mr. GARNER. Well, it is a strange thing to me, Mr.
Speaker, that the majority leader of the House of Repre-
sentatives, and probably the Speaker of the House himself,
although I shall not include the Speaker, because if I asked
him the question I am sure he would give me a more definite
answer than the gentleman from Connecticut—

Mr. TILSON. I do not see how he could.

Mr. GARNER. I imagine he would; at least he would
make the effort; and it is a strange thing to me that with an
organization such as the gentleman has and such an impor-
tant piece of legislation coming up the gentleman can not
tell the House a single thing about how he proposes to
proceed.

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve’ the right to
object to say this. We are very anxious to have the agri-
cultural seed loan bill considered in the ordinary way so that
we can offer amendments or express ourselves upon it. I
realize that what I may say will probably have but little
weight, but I do know that the gentleman has been consid-
erate in many matters and I hope he will at this time in this
very important matter. A

I hope, however, we may have that bill considered in the
usual way. I want to say that I try to cooperate with the
House in every way. I have not made the point of no
quorum many times when I could have done so.

Mr. TILSON. The gentleman has been very good.

Mr. PATTERSON. I appreciate the genfleman’s kindness
and I hope that the gentleman will bring in this bill in a way
so that we will have an opportunity to express ourselves on
the provisions of that bill and have amendments considered.
This, I feel, is fair.

Mr. ALMON. Reserving the right to object, can the gen-
tleman from Connecticut advise me when we may expect a
report from the conference committee on the Muscle Shoals
bill?

Mr. TILSON. I understand that the committee of con-
ference on that bill is very active. They are meeting from
day to day, and apparently entertain some hope that they
may arrive at an agreement.

Mr. ALMON. One Member told me that they hoped soon
to agree and get a good bill, and I hope they will.

Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, I want to ask the gentleman from Connecticut when we
may expect a call of the Private Calendar, and if we may
expect it before the holiday recess?

Mr. TILSON. Some Members have asked that it be not
called before the holiday recess. Many are away on business
or for other good reasons, and I doubt if it would give gen-
eral satisfaction if we set aside a day before the holidays
for calling the Private Calendar. I assure the gentleman
that after the holiday recess, on suitable occasions, when it
is convenient for the membership of the House and when
other more urgent business permits, I shall do my best to
have the Private Calendar considered.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Connecticut?

There was no objection.
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DEATH OF SENATOR OVERMAN

Mr. WARREN. Mr. Speaker, it is my sad duty to an-
nounce to the House the death of Senator LEE SLATER OVER-
maN, for 28 years the distinguished junior Senator from
North Carolina. To-night at 8 o'clock there will be a state
funeral in the Senate Chamber and it is hoped that the
entire membership of the House may attend.

Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolutions for immediate
consideration.

The Clerk read as follows:

House Resolution 319

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of
the death of the Hon. LEE StATEr OvVERMAN, a Senator of the
United States from the State of North Carolina.

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the
%mttgrand transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased

Resoli'ed, That a committee of 19 Members be appointed on
the part of the House to join the committee appointed on the
part of the Senate to attend the funeral.

The resolutions were agreed to.

The Speaker appointed the following committee to attend
the funeral:

Epwarp W. Pou, of North Carolina; RoBerT L. DOUGHTON,
of North Carolina; J. CHarLeEs LintHICUM, of Maryland;
ANDREW J. MONTAGUE, of Virginia; Harron W. SuMNErs, of
Texas; CHARLES L. ABERNETHY, of North Carolina; GUINN
Wirriams, of Texas; Epcar Howarp, of Nebraska; Joun H.
KEerr, of North Carolina; E. E. Cox, of Georgia; BuTLEr B.
HagE, of South Carolina; Linpsay C. WARREN, of North Caro-
lina; J. Bavarp Crark, of North Carolina; Frank W. Han-
cock, of North Carolina; Hinton James, of North Caro-
lina; GeorceE S. GraHAM, of Pennsylvania; LEoNipas C. DYER,
of Missouri; CHARLES A. Jonas, of North Carolina; GeorGe M.
Pritrcuarp, of North Carolina.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the resolu-
tions.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect the House do now
adjourn.

The resolution was agreed to.
ADJOURNMENT
Accordingly, in compliance with the resolution and under
its previous order, the House (at 6 o'clock and 5 minutes
p. m.) adjourned until Monday, December 15, 1930, at 12
o'clock noon.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS
Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com-
mittee hearings scheduled for Saturday, December 13, 1930,
as reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several com-
mittees:
¥ COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS
(10.30 a. m.)
War Department appropriation bill.
State, Justice, Commerce, and Labor Departments appro-
priation bill.
For Monpay, DECEMBER 15, 1930
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS
(10.30 a. m.)
War Department appropriation bill.
State, Justice, Commerce, and Labor Departments appro-
priation bill.
COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS
L (10 a. m.)
To provide for the establishment of the Everglades Na-
tional Park in the State of Florida (H. R. 12381).

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, execufive communications
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:
704. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting re-
port from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, on
Cowlitz River, Wash., made under the provisions of House
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Document No. 308, Sixty-ninth Congress, first session (H.
Doc. No. 666); to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors
and order to be printed, with illustrations.

705. A letter from the Postmaster General of the United
States, transmitting report that a special contract has been
entered into with the Rio Grande Southern Railroad Co. by
Victor A, Miller, receiver, for carrying the mails on its road
on route No. 114781 between Ridgway and Durango, Colo.;
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. FISH: A bill (H. R. 15062) to amend the World
War adjusted compensation act, as amended; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CULKIN: A bill (H. R. 15063) authorizing the
Secretary of War to reconvey to the State of New York a
portion of the land comprising the Fort Ontario Military
Reservation, N. ¥.; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 15064) to reserve
440 acres of public-domain land for addition to the Temecula
or Pechanga Indian Reservation, Calif.; to the Committee on
Indian Affairs.

By Mr. FREAR: A bill (H. R. 15065) to reduce interest
rates to 4 per cent on adjusted-compensation loans; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 15066) to amend section 95
of the Judicial Code, as amended; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. JOHNSTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 15067) to
authorize the erection of a Veterans' Bureau hospital in that
part of the State of Missouri known as the Ozark section,
and to authorize the appropriation therefor; to the Com-
mittee on World War Veterans' Legislation.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 15068) to
grant the consent of Congress to the Highway Department
of the State of Tennessee to construct a bridge across the
French Broad River on the proposed Morristown-Newport
Road between Jefferson and Cocke Counties, Tenn.; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 15069) to grant cer-
tain tidelands to the native Indians of Alaska organized and
operating under the name and style of Alaska Native
Brotherhood, of Ketchikan, Alaska, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. TARVER: A bill (H. R. 15070) to authorize the
city of Marietta, Ga., to widen, improve, reconstruct, and
resurface Roswell Road and to assess the cost thereof against
the United States according to front feet of the national
cemetery reservation abutfing thereon, and authorizing an
appropriation therefor; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 15071) to authorize appro-
priations for construction at Plattsburg Barracks, Platts-
burg, N. Y., and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. CABLE: A bill (H. R. 15072) to amend the pension
laws, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GREEN: A bill (H. R. 15073) to provide for the
construction of post-office buildings to relieve unemployment
and economic depression, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. BRUNNER: A hill (H. R. 15074) to provide for the
establishment of light buoys at Rockaway Inlet and adjacent
waters in the State of New York; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. BLANTON: A bill (H. R. 15075) to provide for the
suspension of immigration of aliens into the United States;
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. CELLER: A bill (H. R. 15076) to relieve the unem-
ployment emergency by amending the national defense act
so as to organize & special Army reserve, in which unem-
ployed men to the number of 250,000 may enlist for a period
of not to exceed one year; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.
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By Mr. LAMBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 15077) authorizing
the Secretary of Agriculture to extend aid to any State or
States or political  subdivision or subdivisions thereof to
acquire toll bridges or construct bridges and maintain them
as free bridges, and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. ERK: A bill (H. R. 15078) to authorize the erec-
tion of an addition to Veterans’ Bureau hospital at Aspin-
wall, in the State of Pennsylvania, and to authorize the ap-
propriation therefor; to the Committee on World War Vet-
erans' Legislation.

By Mr. HOUSTON of Hawalii: A bill (H. R. 15079) to
amend the act entitled “An act to extend the provisions of
certain laws to the Territory of Hawaii,” approved March
10, 1924; to the Committee on the Territories.

By Mr. BLANTON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 435) au-
thorizing and directing the President to use and employ the
Army and Navy, the militia of the several States, and the
resources of the Government in suppressing all smuggling
into the United States of intoxicating liquors, narcotics, and
aliens, and to suppress the insubordinate rebellion now being
waged by those in authority in several States and large
cities of the United States against the fundamental laws of
the Republic, to the end that President may obey the Con-
stitution of the United States by faithfully executing the
laws; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 436) constituting it
cause for impeachment and removal from office, and dis-
honorable discharge from the service, and discharge from
Government employment, respectively, for any executive
officer, member of the judiciary, Senator, Representative in
Congress, officer or enlisted man in the Army, Navy, and
Marine Corps, or any employee of the Government of the
United States, to purchase intoxicating liquors from a “ boot-
legger "—as that term is commonly understood—or to manu-
facture, sell, or transport intoxicating liquors within or to
import the same into the United States for beverage pur-
poses, or to conspire with any person to violate the eight-
eenth amendment of the Constitution of the United States
and laws passed in enforcement thereof; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 437) prohibiting officials
of the United States from issuing permits to any diplomatic
representative, secretary of embassy or legation, counselor
of embassy or legation, military attaché, naval attaché, com-
mercial attaché, consul agent, commissioner, or special
envoy of any foreign country accredited to and residing in
the United States that would authorize any of them or any
member of their official family to import into, transport
within, possess, or dispense in the United States any intoxi-
cating liquors for beverage purposes in violation of the
eighteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United
States and enforcement laws thereof; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ALMON: A bill (H. R. 15080) for the relief of
C. H. Price; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. BEERS: A bill (H. R. 15081) granting a pension to
Amelia Zimmerman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 15082) granting a pension to
Bernard A. Brinkley; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 15083) granting
an increase of pension to Oluf Volkerts; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 15084) granting an increase of
pension to Walter E. Fields; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CRAMTON: A bill (H. R. 15085) granting an
increase of pension to Elizabeth Tebeau; fo the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CRAIL: A bill (H. R. 15086) granting a pension to
Susan McKay Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15087) for the relief of Axel Malstrom;
to the Committee on Naval Affairs,
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Also, a bill (H. R. 15088) granting an increase of pension
to Effie A. Reynolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 15089)
granting an increase of pension to Lydia M. Gilbert; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 15090) granting a pen-
sion to Bettie M. Poe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HILL of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 15091) granting
a pension to Lizzie C. Fussell; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. HOCH: A bill (H. R. 15092) granting a pension
to Helen Moody; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HOGG of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 15093) granting
an increase of pension to Emma Bailey; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15094) granting an increase of pension
to Margaret A. Curtis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15095) granting an increase of pension
to Amelia J. Prince; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15096) granting an increase of pension
:io Mary M. Congleton; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

ons.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15097) granting a pension to Elizabeth
Nye; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HOPE: A bill (H. R. 15098) for the relief of
Thomas Spence; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 15099) granting an in-
crease of pension to Anna Hartman; fo the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. IGOE: A bill (H. R. 15100) for the relief of John
Farrell; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. EENDALL of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 15101)
granting a pension to Hanna Al Nora Zebley; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15102) granting a pension to William
Zebley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15103) granting a pension to Richard
Zebley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LAMBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 15104) granting an
increase of pension to Rachel E. Lukenbill; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions. :

By Mrs. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 15105) granting a pension
to Emma Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15106) for the relief of James E. King
and others; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15107) for the relief of A. W. Kliefoth;
to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. LANHAM: A bill (H, R. 15108) granting a pension
to Martin E. Miller; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. LOZIER: A bill (H. R. 15109) granting an incrzace
of pension to Margaret E. Bledsoe; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MAGRADY: A bill (H. R. 15110) granting an in-
crease of pension to Alice S. Sanders; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MANLOVE: A bill (H. R. 15111) granting an in-
crease of pension to Sarah A. Charles; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MAPES: A bill (H. R. 15112) for the relief of
William Dean MecCoy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 15113) granting an in-
crease of pension to Ruth A. Schooley; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. NELSON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 15114) grant-
ing a pension to Samuel A. Lawson; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. REECE: A bill (H. R. 15115) granting a pension
to Landon T. Lewis; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. ROBINSON: A bill (H. R. 15116) granting an in-
crease of pension to William Blades; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ROWBOTTOM: A bill (H. R. 15117) granting a
pension to Loren Stephens; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. RUTHERFORD: A bill (H. R. 15118) granting a
pension to Maggie Gaddy; to the Committee on Pensions.
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By Mr. SANDERS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 15119) for the
relief of William Mathew Squires; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. SCHNEIDER: A bill (H. R. 15120) granting an
increase of pension to Emily L. Hagen; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SMITH of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 15121)
granting a pension to Julian D. Haynes; to the Committee
on Pensions. .

By Mr. SPEAKS: A bill (H. R. 15122) granting an in-
crease of pension to George E. Partee; to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 15123) granting an
increase of pension to Julia Hallowell; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. VESTAL: A bill (H. R. 15124) granting an in-
crease of pension to Anna P. Smith; to the Commiitee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. VINSON of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 15125) grant-
ing a pension to Hattie L. McDaniel; to the Committee on
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15126) granting a pension to Thomas
J. Orr; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. WHITTINGTON: A bill (H. R. 15127) granting a
pension to Mrs. Ethel B. Sutherland; to the Committee on
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15128) granting a pension to Edward
Forte; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. WOODRUFF: A bill (H. R. 15129) granting a
pension to Ruth L. Retan; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. KERR: Resolution (H. Res. 318) to pay Frances
Slade, widow of Charles Slade, late an employee of the
House, six months’ compensation and $250 to defray the
funeral expenses of said Charles Slade; to the Committee
on Accounts.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

7898. By Mr. CONNERY: Resolution of Massachusetts
Teachers’ Federation, requesting Congress to enact legisla-
tion assigning 15 per cent of all radio broadcasting channels
to educational institutions and Government educational
agencies; to the Committee on the .Judiciary.

1899, By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: Resolution adopted by the
board of supervisors of the city and county of San Fran-
- cisco, to amend the Jones-White Act; to the Committee on
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

7900. By Mr. EVANS of California: Petition signed by
Jennie M. Knowles and approximately 150 others, in favor
of the passage of House Joint Resolution No. 358; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

7901. By Mr. FENN: Resolutions of the Woman'’s Chris-
tian Temperance Union and missionary meeting of Congre-
gational Church, of Wethersfield, Conn., favoring the Fed-
eral supervision of motion pictures; to the Committee on
Education.

7902. Also, petition of citizens of Hartford and West
Hartford, Conn., favoring the passage of House bill 7884,
for the exemption of dogs from vivisection in the District
of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

7903. By Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii: Petition of the Cham-
ber of Commerce of Honolulu, Hawaii, favoring the passage
of House Resolution No. 11, reported by the House Commit-
tee on Inferstate and Foreign Commerce on January 27,
1930; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce. :

7904. By Mr. McCORMACK of Massachusetts: Petition of
American Federation of Labor, William Green, president,
Washington, D. C., urging enactment of legislation provid-
ing for the manufacture of war munitions and naval vessels
in arsenals and navy yards of the United States, so that the
elimination of private profit will place this department of
national defense beyond the baleful influence of those who
seek to create sentiment for the production of war muni-
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tions so that they may make greater profits; to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs.

7905. By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of the Association of
the Bar of the City of New York, favoring certain legisla-
tion with reference to the units of the metric system; to the
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures.

7906. By Mr. O'CONNOR of New York: Resolution of the
Association of the Bar of the City of New York, urging adop-
tion of the units of the metric system as the sole legal stand-
ard of weights and measures throughout the United States;
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures.

7907. By Mr. HARCOURT J. PRATT: Memorial of Co-
lumbia County (N. Y.) Historical Society, advocating Gov-
ernment acquisition of the land in the town of New Windsor,
Orange County, N. Y., which was the camp ground of the
American Army in 1782 and 1783, for the establishment
thereon of a national park, and the erection of a perpetual
memorial to George Washington in the form of reproduc-
tion of the camp building known as the Temple of Virtue;
to the Committee on the Public Lands.

7908. By Mr. ROBINSON: Petition of Cedar Falls, Iowa,
branch of the American Association of University Women,
signed by about 50 members in support of House bill 9986;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

7909. By Mr. WHITTINGTON: Petition of board of su-
pervisors of Bolivar County, Miss., for extension of emer-
gency freight rates in drought area; to the Committee on
Interstate Foreign Commerce.

7910. By Mr. WYANT: Resolution of members of Irwin
Aerie, Fraternal Order of Eagles, Irwin, Pa., offering pro-
gram of unemployment relief; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

7911, Also, petition of 500 members of the Wilkinsburg
Woman's Christian Temperance Union, requesting support
of House bill 9986; to the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce.’

T7912. Also, petition of Woman's Christian Temperance
Unioh, of Greensburg, Pa., urging support of Hudson bill
(H. R. 9986) and Brookhart bill (S. 1005), regulating pro-
duction and distribution of moving-picture films; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

SENATE

MoNDAY, DECEMBER 15, 1930

The Chaplain, Rev. Z€Barney T. Phillips, D. D., offered the
following prayer:

Almighty God, who hast created all things for Thyself,
and through Thy Son, Jesus Christ, hast summoned us to
share in Thy redemptive plan, lead us past the barriers of
fear to the furnace of flaming purity where all falsehood,
sin, and cowardice, like dross, are purged away. Give to
our work qualities instinct with life, by which alone our ac-
tions bear the unforgeable impress of our personality and
we retain our ‘sense of the dignity of humble toil, the
value of life’s daily ministries.

Grant that we may look out upon the world with our
own eyes—the eyes wherewith we saw the Christ and were
made glad—itill the common path becomes a shining trail
whose end is God, where we walk in blest communion with
our fellow men. So fit us for the day’s most pressing needs,
we dare not ask for less; and whatsoever else Thou knowest
we should have, bestow it in Thy love. Through Jesus Christ
our Lord. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the
proceedings of Friday last, when, on request of Mr. Fess and
by unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed
with and the Journal was approved.

SHORTER WORK WEEK FOR POSTAL EMPLOYEES

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the
bill (H. R. 6603) to provide a shorter work week for postal
employees, and for other purposes, which was read twice by
its title.
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